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By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Frank Thomas Post, No. 30,
Grand Army of the Republic, ent of Mary]anci, for in-
vestigation of the administration of the Burean of Pensions—to
the Committee on Rules.

Also, petitions of Robert L. Beeman and 49 citizens of Lona-
coming, Md., and W. E. Wagus and 50 other citizens of Frost-
burg, Md., favoring extension of the Chinese-exclusion act—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Paper to accompany House hill
granting a pension to James Speed, jr., Bradford, Me.—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAY of New York: Resolutions of Order of Railway
Conductors, Corning, N. Y., urging the passage of the Hoar-
Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

Also, petitions of citizens of Washington, D. C., in favor of an
amendment to the Constitution defining legal marriage to be
monogamic, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Union No. 222, of
Fort Wayne, Ind., asking for reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Petition of William Bushby, of
‘Washington, D. C., for reference of war claim to the Court of
Claims—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Journeymen Barbers’ Union No.
141, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 9350—to
the Committee on Labor.

Also, resolution of American Paper and Pulp Association, for
the establishment of a permanent Census Bureau—to the Select
Committee on the Census.

Also, resolution of Western New York Horticultural Society,
mcgsming irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid

Also, resolutions of Lake Seamen’s Union of Buffalo, N. Y.,
urging continuance of Chinese-exclusion law—to the.Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 13, Buffalo,N. Y.,
for the passage of laws which will prevent the immigration of

ns who can not read—to the Committee on Immigration and
Eatnmlizstion.

Also, resolution of McMahon Post, No. 208, Grand Army of the
Republic, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring House bill 10150—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions, v

By Mr. SCHIRM: Resolutions of Glass Bottle Blowers’ Union
No. 9; Baltimore Division, No. 337, Order of Railroad Conductors,
and petition of citizens of Baltimore, Md., relating to Chinese ex-
clusion and immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

' By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Kans., for
reciprocity measures with Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolutions of Union No. 90, Order of
Raiﬂ-oad Telegraphers, Utica, N. Y., for the exclusion of Chinese
laborers from the United States and insular possessions—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Resolutions of Edward Pomeroy
Post, No. 48,in favor of House bill 7924, [?lacmg the name of
Joseph R. Smith on the retired list of the United States Army—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen, Union No. 436, of Pontiac, Mich., and of
Bricklayers' Union No. 12, of Flint, Mich., favoring a reenact-
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Post No. 455, Grand Army of the Repub-
lic, of Montrose, Mich., and of United Association, Local Union
No. 241, American Federation of Labor, of Flint, Mich., urging
the construction of war vessels at the Government navy-yards—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; :

Also, resolution of Pontiac Lodge, No. 436, of Railroad Train-
men, for legislation requiring greater safety in operating trains—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of Core Makers’ Union No.
10, {ntemational Brotherhood of Blacksmiths, Carpenters and
Joiners’ Union No. 557, and of Bricklayers Union No. 8, of To-
ledo, Ohio, favoring an educational test for restriction of immi-
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Allied Metal Mechanics’ Union No. 18, of
Granite Cutters’ Union, of International Brotherhood of Elec-
trical Workers' Union No. 8, of Bricklayers’ Union No. 8, of
Freight Handlers’ Union No. 121, of International Association of
Machinists No. 105, of International Brotherhood of Blacksmiths
No. 98, and of Core Makers’ Union No. 70, all of Toledo, Ohio,
favoring passage of the Chinese-exclusion bill—to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Brass Workers’ Union No. 2 and Cmgle—
ters’ Union No. 25, of Toledo, and Post No. 110, of Bloom §
Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of
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war vessels in the Government navy-yards—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, resolution of Egbert Command, No. 101, Corps of Ohio,
Spanish War Veterans, Toledo, Ohio, favorin%&thanks of Oong;eﬁa
and presentation of gold medal to Miss Clara Barton—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of Interstate Irrigation Con-
gress, Colorado, favoring the irrigation of arid lands—to the
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

By Mr. THAYER; Resolutions of Team Drivers' International
Union No. 196, of Worcester, Mass., favoring a further extension of
the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Worcester Lodge, No. 339, International
Association of Machinists; Team Drivers’ International Union,
Local Union No. 196; International Union of Steam Engineers No.
78. and of Stone Masons’ Union No. 29, of Worcester, Mass., fav-
oring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. THOMAS of Towa: Resolution of Sanborn Division, No.
11, of Mason City,Jowa, and Division No. 113, of Des Moines,
Iowa, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the pas-
sage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of Fort Dodge Division of Order of Railway
Conductors, for the restriction o%eimmigrat:ion—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Resolution of Lucky Thought
Lodge, No. 232, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Middletown,
N. Y., favoring the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of citizens of Orange County, N. Y., for the pro-
tection of native races in the islands of the Pacific and elsewhere
against the sale of opium and intoxicants—to the Committee on
Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No. 305, of Newburgh;
Bricklayers’ Union No. 68, and Cigar Makers’ Union No. 488, of
Middletown, N. Y., asking for reenactment of the Chinese-exclu-
sion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolution of ters’ Union No. 574, Cigar Makers’
Union No. 488, and Bri gers’ Union No. 68, all of Middletown,
and Typographical Union of Newburgh, N. Y., foran educational
test in the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TOMPKINS of Ohio: Petition of Stereo ' Union
No. 14, Columbus, Ohio, against foreign immigration—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Stereotypers’ Union No, 14, Columbus, Ohio,
favoring a further restriction of Chinese immigration—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Watchcase Makers’' Union
of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring restrictive legislation on immigra-
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. WOODS: Resolutions of Interstate Irrigation Congress
of Colorado and Nebraska in joint convention, favoring irrigation
surveys and the construction of reservoirs for flood-water stor-
age—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, petitions of the officers of First Artillery, Second Brigade,
National Guard of California, of San Francisco, favoring the pas-
sage of House bill 11654, to increase the efficiency of the militia—
to the Committee on Militia.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of C. C. Moore Post,
No. 774, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republie, for
investigation of the administration of the Bureau of Pensions—
to the gommtt.oe on Rules.

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1902.

The Secrefary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BERRY, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE.

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that when
the ship-subsidy bill comes before the Senate for consideration
to-morrow I shall ask permission to address the Senate upon it.

KANSAS INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a
report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and accompany-
inﬁ agreement and memorial of the Kansas or Kaw tribe of
Indians of Oklahoma relative to their fribal lands and funds;
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.
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RAILROADS IN CUBA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response
to a tesolution of the 13th ultimo, a letter from the military gov-
ernor of Cuba, together with a report of the minister of public
works, relative to the granting of permits for the building of rail-
roads in the island of Cuba; which, with the accompanying pa-
pers, was referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba, and
ordered to be printed.

HEIRS OF JOHN CLEMSON AND JOHN G. COOKSON.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause
of the heirs of John Clemson, deceased, and of John G. Cookson,
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying
ggper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to

printed.
GERTRUDE A. LEFTWICH.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, frans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the
cause of Gertrunde A. Leftwich, widow of John Leftwich, de-
ceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying
E:per. was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to

printed.
J. G. COOPER.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in
the cause of J. G. Cooper, administrator of Eliza Lawrence, de-
ceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying
gper. was referred to the Committes on Claims, and ordered to

printed. 1

FRANK B. TOMS AND SALLIE T. ELLIOTT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in
the cause of Frank B. Toms and Sallie T. Elliott, sole heirs of
Henry C. Toms, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the
accompanying g:per. was referred to the Committee on Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

"A bill (S. 646) for the purchase or construction of a launch
i’-:a:l;1 the customs service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg.;
an

A bill (H. R. 4381) to authorize the Central Railway of West
Virginia to build a bridge across the Monongahela River at or
near Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of R. O. White and sundry
other citizens of Orange, Mass., praying for the p&sﬁe of the
so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleo-
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the memorial of Frederick B. Allen, of Bos-
ton, Mass,, remonstrating against the management and control
of vice by the board of health in Manila, P. I.; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 2, American
Federation of Labor, of North Adams, Mass., praying for the en-
actment of legislation providing an educational test for immi-
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on
Immigration.

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No.
169, of Cambridge; of Typographical Union No. 276, of New Bed-
ford: of Local Union No. 36, of Greenfield. and of Typograph-
ical Union No. 216, of Springfield, all of the American Federation
of Labor, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the reenact-
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 6,
American Federation of Labor, of New York City, })mying for
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter car-
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union,
American Federation 6f Labor, of Portland, Me., and a petition
of the Atlantic Coast Seamen’s Union, International Seamen’s
Union of America, of Portland, Me., praying for the enactment
of legislation providing for the election of United States Senators
by a direct vote of the le; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of E. H. B. Wilson Post, No. 118,
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Orono,
Me., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the con-
struction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of West Minot,
Winterport, West Madison, and Thorndike, all in the State of
Maine, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, o reg-
ulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which were
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dixfield and
Bluehill, of Granite Cutters’ National Union of St. George, of
the Central Labor Union of Portland. of Granite Cutters’ National
Union of Norridgewock, of Cigar Makers' Local Union No, 179,
of Bangor, and of Granite Cutters’ National Union of Portland,
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Maine,
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a pefition of 309 citizens of
Maryland, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, to
regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Potomac Lodge, No. 2, Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, of Cuamberland, Md., and a petition of
the Independent Trades Council, American Federation of Labor,
of Cumberland, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation
anthorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of
glé country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval

airs.

He also presented petitions of 50 citizens of Queen Anne
County. 22 citizens of Kennedyville, and of 51 citizens of Frost-
burg; of Local Division No. 337, Order of Railway Conductors, of
Baltimore; of Glass Bottle Blowers® Local Union No. 9, of Balti-
more; of Bakers and Confectioners’ Local Union No. 12, of Balti-
more; of the Granite Cutters’ Union of Granite; of Tobacco
Workers’ Local Union No. 70, of Baltimore, and of Granite Cut-
ters’ Local Union No. 1, of Guilford, all of the Amefican Federa-
tion of Labor, in the State of Maryland, praying for the reenact-
ment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were referred to the
Committee on Immigration,

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of members of
Companies K and M of Montana Volunteers, of Anaconda, Mont.
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the relief
of volunteer officers and soldiers who served during the Spanish-
American War and who served beyond the period of their enlist-
ment; which was referred to the Ci:%mittea on Military Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of Typo%raaﬁhmal Union No. 256,
American Federation of Labor, of Great s, Mont., remonstrat-
ing against the adoption of certain amendments to the copyright
law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents.

He also presented the petition of R. Lee McCulloch, adjutant-
general of the State of Montana, of Hamilton, Mont., praying for
the enactment of legislation to g)omate the efficiency of the
militia; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented petitions of the Iron Molders’ Local Union
No. 309, of Anaconda; oﬁmphim Union No. 256, of Great-
falls; of Cigar Makers’ nion No. 361, of Butte; of Brick-
layers and Masons’ Local Union No. 1, of Butte; of Bricklayers
and Masons’ Local Union, No. 3, of Greatfalls, and of Brick-
layers’ Local Union No. 2, of Anaconda, all of the American
Federation of Labor, and of National Park Lodge, No. 295,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Livingston, all in the State
of Montana, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr, GAMBLE presented the petition of John D. Small and 50
other citizens of Milbank, S. Dak., and the petition of Lars Berg-
lund and 50 other citizens of Frank, S. Dak., praying for the
passage of the so-called Grouf bill, to regulate the manufacture
and sale of r)leomi.regarine; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of J. H. Carleton Post, No. 17,
Department of South ota, Grand Army of the Republic, of
Parker, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation author-
izing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the
country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the Granite Cutters’
National Union, of Wiﬁmma' town, Vt., praying for the enactment
of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States
and their insular possessions; which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Immigration.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Temple, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill,
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which
was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of Mount Washington Lodge, No.
461, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Woodsville, N. H.,
praying for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill,
to limit the meaning of the word * conspiracy * and the use of
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““ restraining orders and injunctions’’ in certain cases; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of East Manchester, N. H., praying for the adoption
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which
was referred to the Committee on the Jllj:ldic;iary.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chester, N. H.,
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which
was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of phical Union No. 6,
American Federation of Labor, of New York City, praying for
the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of letter car-
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of Local Unions Nos. 261,
185, 24, 8, 111, 49, 127, 20, and 4349, of Knoxville, Nashville, Jack-
son, Memphis, and Chattanooga, all of the American Federation
of Labor, in the State of Tennessee, praying for the reenactment
of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Immigration.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of sundry
citizens of Buckley, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-
called Grout bill, to regnlate the manufacture and sale of oleo-
margarine; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of T, P. Price Post, No. 82, Depart-
ment of Waahin%'ton, Grand Army of the Republic, of Centralia,
‘Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation anthorizing the
construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country;
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also presented a memorial of Typogm&rhical Union No. 202,
American Federation of Labor, of Seattle, Wash., remonstrating
against the immigration of cheap labor from the south and east
of Europe; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented pefitions of Typographical Union No. 202, of
Seattle; of Bakers and Confectioners’ Local Union No. 126, of
Tacoma, and of Stonemasons’ Local Union No. 4, of Spokane,
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Wash-

ington, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law;
which were referred to the Committee on igration.
Mr. SPOONER presented memorials of phical Union

No. 23, of Milwaukee, and of Typographical Union No. 211, of
Oshkosh, of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of
‘Wisconsin, remonstrating against the of Senate bill No.
2894, to amend the copyright law; which were referred to the
Committee on Patents.

He also presented petitions of Ty'%gmphical Union No. 211, of
Oshkosh, and of Kaukauna Lodge, No. 474, International Associ-
ation of Machinists, of Kaunkauna, in the State of Wisconsin,
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the construc-
tion of war vessels in the navy-yards of the country; which were
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 875, Retail
Clerks’ International Protective Association, of Marinette, Wis.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration;
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also }Eresented a memorial of Julins Fierek and 28 other
citizens of Torun, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers and Masons® Local
Union No. 7, of Janesville; of Musicians’ Protective Union No.
182, of Neenah and Menasha; of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No.
453, of Neenah; of Paper Makers’ Local Union No. 25, of Neenah;
of Cigar Makers' Local Union No. 363, of Waukesha; of the
Order of Railway Conductors, of Baraboo; of Typographical
Union No. 211, of Oshkosh, and of Bricklayers and Masons' Local
Union No. 11, of Sheboygan, all in the State of Wisconsin, pray-
ing for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration,

Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of phical Union
No. 25, American Federation of Labor, of Milwaunkee, Wis.,
remonstrating against the adoption of certain amendments to
tl’l'lae copyright law; which was referred to the Commiitee on

tents. =

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 68, Order of
Railway Conductors, of Baraboo; of Typographical Union No.
211, of Oshkosh; of the Musicians’ Protective Union No. 182,
of Neenah and Menasha; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local
Union No. 9, of Oshkosh; of Paper Makers’ Local Union No. 25,
of Neenah; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 168, of Oshkosh;
of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 11, of Sheboygan;
of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 282, of Ni ; of
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 85, of Eaun Claire, and of Long-
ghoremen’s Local Union No. 56, of Port Wing, all of the American
Federation of Labor; of the Lake Seamsn’s Union, International
Seamen’s Union of America, of Milwaukee, and of Marine Coun-

cil No. 1, International Seamen’s Union of America, of Milwau-
kee, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the reenactment of
the Chinese-exclusion law; which were referred to the Committee
on Immigration.

Mr. HEITFELD presented a —ctition of Typographical Union
No. 271, of Boise City, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to exclude Chinese laborers-from the United States and
their insular possessions; which was referred to the Committee on
Immigration.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Burke, Idaho,
praying for the pasg:%e of the so-called Grout hill, to regulate the
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shop Spring,
Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation imposing a tax of
10 cents per pound on ol arine sold in imitation of butter;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of Federal Labor Union No.
6876, of Chillicothe, and of Watch Case Engravers’ Interna-
tional Association of Canton, in the State of Ohio, praying for the
enactment of legislation authorizing the construction of irrigation
works for the reclamation of the arid lands of the country; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of United Brotherhood of Carpen-
ters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 705, of Lorain; of Ship Car-
penters’ Local Union No. 6976, of Toledo; of Amalgamated Wood
Workers’ Local Union No. 184, of Piqua; of the Central Labor
Council of Cincinnati; of International Association of Machinists
Lodge No. 407, of Canton, and of International Association of
Machinists Lodge No. 241, of Hamilton, all in the State of Ohio,
praying for the repeal of the so-called desert-land act; which were
referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also presented petitions of 102 citizens of Newark, of 71 cit-
izens of Cleveland, of 42 citizens of Utica, of 8 citizens of Homer,
and of sundry citizens of Collingwood, Independence, and East
Live 1, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of 136 membersof Montville Grange,
No. 1386, Patrons of Husbandry, of Medina, and of sundry citi-
zens of (Galena, Salem, Kingston, Sullivan, Fremont, Snyder,
Fayette, Lenox, Mulberry Corners, Buford, Reily, Briggt.on,
Meade, West Mansfield, Bellville, Rapids, Sylvania, Huntsburg,
Dennison, Ora.nglflvﬂle, Canton, Harrisville, and Youngstown, all
in the State of Ohio, praying for the ge of the so-called Grout
bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No.
481, of Cincinnati; of Stationary Firemen’s Local Union No. 49,
of Cincinnati; of Beer Drivers and Stablemen’s Local Union No.
175, of Cincinnati; of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No.
68, of Cincinnati; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 4, of Cincin-
nati; of International Jewelry Workers’ Local Union No. 4, of
Cincinnati; of Howe Federal Labor Union, No. 6697, of Cincinnati;
of Boot and Shoe Cutters’ Local Union No. 210, of Cincinnati; of
Theatrical Stage Employees’ Local Union No. 12, of Columbus;
of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Local Union No. 241, of Columbus; of
Painters, rators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 248, of
Columbus; of Amalgamated Wood Workers’ Local Union No. 174,
of Columbus; of phical Union No. 5, of Columbus; of Car-
riage and Wagon Workers' Local Union No. 16, of Columbus; of
Belmont Lodge, No. 46, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel,
and Tin Workers, of Martins Ferry; of Eagle Lodge, No. 15, Amal-
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Ironton; of Iron
City Lodge, No. 9485, American Federation of Labor, of Tronton;
of Lodge No. 105, International Association of Machinists, of
Toledo; of the Central Trades and Labor Council of Zanesville;
of the Central Trades Council of Sidney; of the Central Labor
Council of Cincinnati; of Local Branch No. 20, Glass Bottle
Blowers’ Association, of Zanesville; of Painters and Decorators’
Local Union No. 490, of Chillicothe; of Federal Labor Union No.
8170, of Coshocton; of Amalgamated Wood Workers’ Local Union
No. 184, of Piqua; of Longshoremans’ Local Union No. 98, of
Conneant; of Oil and Gas Well Workers® Local Union No. 1, of
Bowling Green; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 352, of Bucyrus;
of Operative Potters’ Local Union No. 31, of East Palestine; of
Job en’s Assistants’ Local Union No. 12, of Dayton; of
Operative Potters’ Local Union No. 9, of East Liverpool; of Chair
Makers’ Local Union No. 22, of Kent; of Wood Workers’ Local
Union No. 179, of Mansfield; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No.
79, of Sandusky; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers’
Local Union No. 93, of Marietta; of Carpenters and Joiners’
Local Union No. 171, of Youngstown; of Operative Potters’ Local
Union No. 24, of Wellsville; of Bakers and Confectioners’ Local
Union No. 96, of S];Fingﬁeld; of Tin Plate Workers’ Local Union
No. 12, of Martins ; of 50 citizens of Wade; of 80 citizens of
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Kyger; of 18 citizens of Dayton; of 15 citizens of Condit; of 3
citizens of Croton; of 48 citizens of Urbana; of 3 citizens of Ga-
lena; of 47 citizens of Marion; of 22 citizens of Sunbury; of 76
citizens of Marietta; of 27 citizens of Hillsboro; of 27 citizens of
Hannibal, and of 52 citizens of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio,
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusionlaw; which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr, ELKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mounds-
ville, Arnettsville, Branch, Perry, and Spilman, all in the State of
‘West Virginia, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout
bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 4,
American Federation of Labor, of Fairmont; of Bricklayers’
Local Union No. 6, American Federation of Labor, of Parkers-
burg, and of sundry citizens of Marshall county, Belleville, Dob-
bin, Harrison County, and Wise, all in the State of West Vir-
ginia, praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law;
which were referred to the Committee on igration.

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of J. H. True and 36 other citi-
zens of North Fayette, of E. G. Lander and 45 other citizens of
Thorndike, of Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Saga-
dahoc County, and of Minerva Grange, Patrons of Husbandry,
of Levant, all in the State of Maine, praying for the pas:ﬁ of
the so-called Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and of
oleomargarine; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, KITTREDGE. I present a joint resolution of the legisla-
ture of South Dakota, requesting to grant to that State
an absolute title to the one section of land of the Fort Sisseton
Military Reservation and buildings thereon. Iaskthatthe memo-
rial be printed in the REcorp and referred to the Committee on
Public Esmds, to accompany a bill which I shall introduce when
that order is reached.

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Public Lands,
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows:

House joint resolution No.13. A joint resolution and memorial reques

Con Dakota

gress o grant to the State of South an absolute title to the%ﬁ‘g
section of land of the Fort Sisseton Military Reservation and the buildings

thereon.

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), Whereas
there was granted to the State of Bouth Dakota by act of the Congress of the
United States, October 1, 1880, a certain tract of land which was comprised of
one section of land of the Fort Sisseton Mili Reservation, to be held by
the Btate of South Dakota under cerfain condi therein provided; and

Whereas the State of South Dakota desires to secure a complete and per-

fectﬁtletuthesf.ma: Therefore be it = L .
Resolved, That we and memorialize Congress o
the United States to to the State of South Dakota, at an early date, a

complete and perfect title to the said land and buildings thereon; and be it

Further vesolved, That we request our Senators and Representatives in
Congress to use their best efforts to compass this end; and th
state is hereby instructed to forward i
Senate, Speaker of the House of
ators and ntatives in Congress.

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkins,
W. Va., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment:

A bill (H. R. 9332) to anthorize the Dothan, Hartford and
Florida Railway Company to construct a bridge across East St.
Andrews Bay, navigable water, at a point about 1 mile east of
Farmdale, in the State of Florida; and.

A bill (H. R. 10305) to amend section 14 of the act approved
June 20, 1898, entitled **An act to provide for the construction of
a bridge across the Niagara River.””

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 4414) granting an increase of pension to Albertine
Schoenecker; and

A bill (H. R. 11144) granting an increase of pension to Ander-
son Howard.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3908) granting home-
steaders on the abandoned Fort Bridger Military Reservation, in

resentatives, and each of our Sen-

‘Wyoming, the right to purchase one-quarter section of public | par

land on said reservation as pasture or grazing land, reported it
with amendments,

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 11719) to amend an act entitled “An act
to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield Railroad Gomg.ny to
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River,”
reported it without amendment.

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Forest Reservations
and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill
(8. 4363) granting the Central Arizona Railway Company a right

of way for railroad purposes throngh the San Francisco Moun-
tains Forest Reserve, reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1208) to provide for
the purchase of asite and the erection of a public building thereon
at Golorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, reported it with an
amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

MONUMENT OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEATU,

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re-
ported a joint resolution (8. R. 68) authorizing and requesting
the President to extend to the Government and 1:-eop1¢ar§}1 France
and the families of Count de Rochambeau and Marquis de Lafay-
ette an invitation to join the Government and people of the United
States in the dedication ceremonies of the monument of General
de Rochambean to be unveiled in the city of Washington; which
was read the first time by its title. 3

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, this is a matter that I think
ought to be attended to without delay, as it will be but a ILittle
while before the occasion referred to in the joint resolution will
take place,and if we are going to send an invitation to be present
on the occasion it ought to be done af once. I ask, therefore,
that the joint resolution be read in full and that it be put on its

passage.
¢ The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol-
OWS:

Resolved by the Senate and Hi Representativ ited States
Aﬂmfig; in Cb:ﬁg'ressua:em%kd Tcg:: ¥ e)Pl-ae;idﬁrm‘:'E b:el.f ¥ isﬂll;eeg'{;;?authgrizgé
and requested to extend to the Government and le of France and the
family of General de Rochambeau, commander in(_:ﬁp of the French forees in
America during the war of , & cordial invitation to unite with
the Government and people of United States in a fit and apprgfrh_ te
dedication of the monument of General de Rochambesn to be unveiled in
the city of Washington on the 24th day of May, 1902; and for the purpase of
Wﬁ%@“‘ﬁi A ety ey St e Tns oy Tk e

i samse, uch be necessary, xpended
grniggﬁ%he djrecﬁona;t?h?Secretary u!usahmt;y e

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to move an amend-
ment to the joint resolution, with the leave of the gentleman who
has it in charge, so as to make it read *‘ the families of Admiral
Rochambean and of Lafayette.”

Lafayette stands in a relation to our war of independence which
no other person occupies, and he has always had the gratitude
and affection of the American people. He was, more than any

f | other man, as a son to Washington, and he was regarded not

merely as an individual who sympathized with us, but as the
Te ive of the sympathy and affection of the whole French
people. He wasreceived afterwardsas the nation’s guest when he
visited this country in 1824,

I did not know this matter was coming up until a minute ago
but I take this special opportunity to call attention to it becanse o
one circumstance which may probably be thought to indicate an
indifference on our part to the memory of Lafayette and a chill
in our gratitude toward that beloved benefactor,

The Continental , after the peace of 1783, voted a
monument to General yette, which vote was never carried
out until within very recent years, But when any Frenchman
or any friend of Lafayette called attention to the omission the
answer always was that we have paid to him the most conspicuons
honor ever paid to any person save Washington alone; t the
porirait of Lafayette by Ary Scheffer, the ﬁreat artist, hangs on
one side of the door of the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives, the picture of Washington ing on the other, the por-
trait of no other person being admitted to the Chamber occupied
by that t assembly.

Now, for some reason which I do not know, within the past two
or three months the picture of General Lafayette has been re-
moved from the single most conspicuous place of honor, in the
judgment of all Americans, in this world. I hope it may be re-
stored, and I believe it will be restored before long; but in the
meantime I think this invitation to Rochambeau should be accom-
panied by a similar honor to the family of Lafayette, who took

t, as is well known, in the great transaction which completed
the Revolutionary war. .
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts proposes an amendment which will be read.

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the amendment.

Mr. HOAR. Substitute the word families” for ** family "
and insert * General Lafayette ” after the name of Rochambeau,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention
of the Senator to the amendment as it will be read.

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read.

The SecreETARY. After the word ** Independence’’ insert ** and
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to the family of Marquis de Lafayette,”” so that if amended the
joint resolution will read:
Resolved by the Senate, elc.

That the President be, and is hereby, author-
ized and requested to extend to the Government and

le of France and
the famj}i of General de Rochambeau, commander in chief of the French
forces in America during the war of indeg?ndt_mw. and to the family of Mar-
quis de Lafayette, a cordial invitation to unite with the Government and
people of the%nitad States in a fit and app te dedication of the monu-
ment of General de Rochambeau to be unv in the city of Washington
on the 24th day of May, 1902, ete.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was to.

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a question whether the word
“ General "’ is proper there. Probably it ought to be ** Count " in-
stead of * General.”

Mr. MORGAN. Count de Rochambeau.

Mr. GALLINGER, Count.

Mr. CULLOM. Count is the proper term, I think, to be used.

Mr. BACON. I am sure the Senator from Illinois is correct.
He is universally known in France as Count de Rochambean.

Mr. CULLOM. Let that amendment be made.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The SeCcRETARY. Strike out *‘ General’’ where it appears be-
fore *‘ de Rochambean’ and insert ** Count.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and
the amendments were concurred in.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A joint resolution
authorizing and requesting the President to extend to the Gov-
ernment and people of France and the families of Count de Roch-

ambeau and Marquis de Lafayette an invitation to join the | d

Government and people of the United States in the dedication
ceremonies of the monument of Count de Rochambean to be un-
veiled in the city of Washington.”

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4441) granting an increase of
pension to Silas C. Thomas; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8. 4442) to correct the
military record of Sylvester Weaver; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4443) granting an increase of pen-
gion to Thomas Bassett; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4444) granting an increase men«
sion to Ephraim R. Knoy; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (8. 4445) to amend section
2322 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

Mr, MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 4446) to provide for the

nrchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon
in the city of Kearney, State of Nebraska; which was read twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Girounds.

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4447) for the relief of
9. R. McAlexander; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4418) for the relief of the estate of
Charles W. Moorman, deceased; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4449) granting a pension
to James P. Hopkins; which was read twice by its title,

Mr. COCKRELL. To accomgany the bill I present the peti-
tion for pension of $12 per month of James P. Hopkins, Company
D, Fifteenth United States Reserve Corps, Missouri Home Guards,
with affidavits of Dr. W. G. Hopkins, A. M. Potts, William Un-
derwood, Henry J. Eaton, and Clark H. Grant, and reports from
‘War Department and Auditor for the War Department. I move
that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4450) confirming in
the State of Sounth Dakota title to a section of land heretofore
%rant.ed to said State; which was read twice by its title, and re-

ecred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8. 4451) granting an in-
crease of pension to Dolphus S. Woolley; which was read twice by
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com-

" mittee on Pensions,
Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were sev-

erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

ﬁ bill (8. 4452) to restore William W. McAllister to the pension
TOL;

A bill (8. 4453) granting a pension to Halle W. Dale;

A bill (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John D. Sul-
livan; and
Gc‘;id cllﬁlld'(s,. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Hallowell

ard.

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4456) to apportion the
term of office of seven senators elected at the first general election
of the Territory of Hawaii; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

He also introduced a bill (8. 4457) granting an increase of pen-
sion to William B. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S, 4458) ratifying the act of
the Territorial legislature of Arizona, approved March 2, 1901,
providing a fund for the erection of additional buildings for the
University of Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Territories,

He also introduced a bill (8. 4459) for the relief of Navajo
County, Ariz.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Territories.

He also introduced a bill (8. 4460) anthorizing the adjustment
of the rights of settlers on certain Executive order Indian reser-
vations in the Territory of Arizona; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee

on Claims:
A bill (8. 4461) for the relief of the estate of Ransom Day,
eceased;

A Dbill (8. 4462) for the relief of John Edwards; and

A bill (8. 4463) for the relief of Joseph Lightfoot.

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. DANIEL) introduced a bill (S. 4464) for
the relief of Bettie Eppes Minetree, sole heir of John W. Eppes,
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

He also (for Mr. DANIEL) introduced a bill (S. 4465) for the
relief of John A. Fairfax; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4466) granting a pension to
Archibald MclIntire; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4467) granting a pension to
Richmond L. Weston; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4468) granting
to the Telephone Company of America, a corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Delaware, its successors and as-
gigns, the right and privilege to construct and maintain conduits
for telephone and telegraph lines, and to construct, maintain, and
operate a telephone exchange system and telegraph lines in the
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S, 4469) extending the time
for the completion of a wagon motor bridge across the Missouri
River at St. Charles, Mo., as provided by an act approved June
3, 1806, and as extended by the act approved January 27, 1900;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Cominerce.

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the city officials and
citizens of St. Charles, Mo., praying for an extension of the time
for completing the bridge as provided for in an act approved
June 3, 1806, and extended by tEe act approved January 27, 1000,
together with copies of each act. I move that the petition and
%pebﬁl be referred to the Committee on Commerce, to accompany

e bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4470) for the relief of
Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. BURTON infroduced a bill (8. 4471) for the relief of David
Hogan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
pa;lﬁ_ing Eﬂpﬁl‘. referred to the Committee on Claims.

. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4472) to refer the claim of
Mrs. Sarah Autrey to the Court of Claims; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4473) to refer the claim of John
Sampey to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4474) to refer the claim of Mrs.
Addie E. Amos to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. :

He also introduced a bill (S. 4475) granting to the Mobile,
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Jackson and Kansas City Railroad Company the right to use for

railroad p the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile

County, Ala., and now held for light-house purposes; which was

read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. McLAURIN of South Carolina submitted an amendment to
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3841) for the allowance of cer-
tain claims for property taken for military purposes within the
United States during the war with Spain, reported by the Secre-
tary of War in accordance with the reqnirements of an item con-
tained in the sundry civil appropriation act approved June 6, 1960,
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to investigate just
claims against the United States for mate operty taken and
used in the military service within the limits of the United States,
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. TALTAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for improving the St. Johns River,
Florida, frompR;cmonvﬂle to the ocean, from $350,000 to $500,000,
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropri-
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,
N e g b stisdmast ing to iate

0 su ed an amendment pro appropria
£300,000 for improving Biscayne Bay, FFoﬁgg?liggtended to be pro-
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which
was tz?lferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be
Pri];r. HEITFELD submitted an amendment proposin% to appro-
priate $465,566.09 to be paid to the Delaware tribe of Indians re-
siding in the Cherokee Nation, in the Indian Territory, as such
tribe in council shall direct, the same being the aggregate difference
between the coin value of payments made in currency during the

rs 1862 and 1878, both inclusive, intended to be proposed by

im to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. HEITFELD. Ipresentthememorial of Richard C. Adams,
representing the Delaware Indians, together with sundry other
papers relative to the claim of these Indians. I move that the
memorial and accompanying papers be printed as a document
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, to accompany
this amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

RESTRAINING ORDERS AND INJUNCTIONS.

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was
Ordered, That the bill 8. Fifty- th Congress, first session, be
printed for the use ?)f the Senni%a Gy ool
REORGANIZATION OF THE CONSULAR SERVICE.
On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was

Ordered, That 500 extra no%as of 8. 1618, “to proyide for the rec;ganimtinn
of the consular serviceof the United States,” and the reﬁrt (No. 499) thereon,
be printed for the use of the Committee on Foreign Relations.

HEIRS OF J. W, FLANAGAN.

Mr. BAILEY (by request) submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections:

Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America, That the Secretary
of the Senate be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to Webster
Flanagan, James W. Flanagan, Mrs. Fannie Swan, Mrs. Emma Flanagan,
Mrs. Marion Gates, R. B. Fla n, and Mrs. Laura gtewart. or to their legal
re%‘rmntat-ives. heirs of J, W. hmg;m, formerly a Senator from the State
of Texas, £,256.16, due him as a Senator of the United Btates in the Forty-
first Congress, from the 4th of March, 1869, to the 20th of March, 1870, to be
paid from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate.

SHIPMENTS IN GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTS,

Mr. RAWLINS submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resclved, That the Secrotary of War is directed to send to the Senate the
reports of inspectors Carpenter and Mans and any other information, if any,
in possesaion of the War Department relating to the free shipment or trans-
m;-mm:_l of goods for private firms or individuals, to or from the Philippine

nds, in Government transports.

RATES OF MAIL PAY.

Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Secrctari of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. di-
rected to inform the Senate at the earliest practicable day to what extent the
mail gmilpmﬂded for by Senate bill 1345 increases the mail pay now anthor-
ized % w; and also whether the rates of mail payand genemq subsidy pro-
vided by said bill are more or less in effect than tﬂa subsidy rates provided
by Benate bill 727, introduced December 6, 1599, first session Fifty-sixth Con-
gress; and if more, how much more; and if less, how much less.

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I gavenotice yesterday that at the
end of the routine morning business to-day I should ask the Senate
to proceed to the Calendar, If is now very small and can easily
be disposed of in one day. But the Senator from North Dakota
desires to address the Senate this morning, and I shall not insist
upon the request, but will call up the Calendar to-morrow morning.

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (S. 1348) to provide for ocean mail service
between the United States and foreign ports, and the common
ggf'en?e; to promote commerce, and to encourage the deep-sea

Sheries. .

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, so far the shipping bill has
been discussed almost wholly by those who claim to have a spe-
cial knowledge of the subject, by those who reside in and who
represent States on the seacoast. I regarded if, therefore, as pos-
sibly appropriate that it might also be considered by one repre-
senting almost purely agricultural interests and a State which is
about midway between the two oceans.

Mr. President, as I am not a member of the Committee on Com-
merce, therefore, in considering this bill, I do not feel called upon
to discuss it minutely and follow its provisions into all possible
details. I have no expert knowledge of shipping and its particu-
lar interest, The bill, however, is one which, while it deals with
only one industry, by its very nature vitally and directly affects
every interest in the United States, none more than the agricul-
tural interests.

I, however, believe that I understand quite fully the general
scope and effect of the provisions of the proposed act, and I pur-
pose briefly to apply it to the general conditions of the conntry at
the present time, and determine from such application what I be-
lieve to be its fair effect.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERrY], in his address on the
general subject of ship subsidy in the Fifty-sixth Congress, said,
in gubstance, that he did not nnderstand how any person repre-
senfing an agricultural section could conscientionsly support a
bill of that character. He counld not see how anyonerepresenting
the farming element in the country could vote for that bill. As
this bill is of the same general nature, and has identically in
view the same objects, I agssume that it is viewed by him in the
same light. And inasmuch as I represent a ly agricultural
section of the country, I feel justified in oonscigering this billand,
consequently, replying to this statement, and considering it from
the standpoint of the Western agriculturalist.

My State, as I have suggested, lies about midway between the
two oceans. Ninety per cent of its entire product must be either
shipped to Pacific or to Atlantic ports,and about that propor-
tion of ifs products must go ontaigg of the United States. We
can easily see, therefore, how vitally interested we are in any-
thing that affects either rail or ocean transportation.

The object of this bill is to advance into another field of opera-
tion that governmental polic{ of protection to American industries
that has resulted so favorably in the past in the welfare of the
American people, and has been so strongly indorsed by them dur-
ing the last t%rty years. The objects sought to be attained by
this bill, and, if the optimistic views of the framers—of the ma-
jority of the Committee on Commerce—are well founded, will be
secured, are as follows:

First. A restoration of the merchant marine, affording in time
of war and public necessity a sufficient number of ships convert-
ible into transports or cruisers, which may by requisition be
brought into public service;

Second. A saving of a very large sum of money, estimated at
$150,000,000 or more per annum, to the American people which
is now paid to foreign shipowners and their crews for the trans-
portation of articles of American commerce;

Third. Enabling the American people, by the extra sums to be
paid under this gﬁl, to compete with foreign shipowners, so that
the American commerce, or at least a fair and honest proportion
thereof, may be carried in American vessels; and

Fourth. That in time of conflict between any of the nations
who are now carrying the bulk of our commerce we may not sud-
denly be thrown into a position where we are at the absolute
mercy of foreign shipowners whose countries are so involved.

Now, Mr. President, every one of these objects deserve the
patriofic consideration of American legislators. Our lost pres-
tige upon the ocean ought to intensify our desire to restore our
old supremacy. The fact that only 8 per cent of the exports and
imports of this country are carried in American bottoms under
the American flag is a condition, when compared with the great-
ness of the country and its excelling proportions in all other
matters, that ought not to be tolerated.

Mr. President, in the year 1826 921 per cent of all our foreign
commerce, both exports and imports, was carried in American
bottoms and only 74 per cent in foreign vessels. In 1901, seventy-
five years thereafter, this condition is absolutely reversed, and in
the last year only 8% per cent of our exports and imports were
carried in American bottoms and 914 per cent in foreign vessels,

To say that this is a matter of deep chagrin is putting it too
lightly. In my opinion it is a matter of deep disgrace to the
American people. The provisions of this bill. reduced to their
simplest form, consist of a proposition for the protection of
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American shipping. If is the ion policy of the Govern-

ment pressed into a new chanmel where its potency for building
up and reviving is sadly needed. Our comparatively weak posi-
tion in the merchant marine of the world must be a glaring object

lesson of the inefficiency of anything bordering upon free trade
with the balance of the world. Protection to our goods and to
the industries which produce them is fast giving us the supremacy
of the world. The nonprotection of American ships which carry
that commerce is fast losing for us our merchant marine, if it
has not already reduced it fo such an extent that the remnant is
scarcely worth the honor of that name,

The rather anomalous condition presents itself that while we
have been ontstripping the balance of the world in the enormous

rtion of our manufactured and agricultural exports and the
increase of our foreign commerce, we have been losing in a corre-
sponding ratio our merchant vessels, so that at the present time
We are com to carry almost wholly in foreign ships.

The same rules and regulations which govern in fixing pro-
tective rates and in determining whether any protection is nec-
essary as agai foreigngoodsarenecemng'yxppﬁcablaintha
determination of the guestion of protection to our merchant
marine.

It is needless to say that every American citizen must sympa-
thize with every one of the objects of this bill, and the only ques-
tion which naturally presents itself is whether the object songht
can best be obtained in any other form than that which is practi-
mll{l:. subsidy, calling it by whatever name you may see fit.

I have tried,in the time which I counld properly allot to the sub-
E, to consider justly and fairly all the matters I could secure

ing npon this important question. I have found no proposi-
tions or theories which would appeal to my judgment in favor of
any other character of remedy.

No bill has been introduced, to my knowledge, certainly none
pressed, which presents any other theory as opposed to the one
adopted in this bill in dealing with the guestion. Vague theories,
Mr. President, often find their best refutation when sought to be
crystallized into effective legislation. The obstacles, often many
and serious, are then brought into prominence.

It has been suggested, for instance, that a bounty upon Amer-
ican exports would be the proper remedy. It is obvious that,
other things being in harmony, a bounty on would be the
most direct and effective remedy which could be devised to stim-
ulate and make profitable our export trade. By a varied scale
B Al et i aanine o b b

per pro ; eir in ;
Et}; great staple productions of the country—that which makes
the wealth of the onld secure special privileges corre-
gponding to their importance. [ /

Anexamination of our many treaties with foreign countries will
show 1us that the granting of a bounty upon American exports or
giving tial duties would be against the direct provigions
of the treaty conventions with all the great commercial countries.
It has been stated that these treaties provide for their own ab-
rogation, and many of them may be avoided upon one year’s no-
tice. It is evident, however, that these treaties should remain
in force until new ones are adopted. How long it would require
to formulate and secure mutual agreements by other countries
interested in such treaties is a question which can not be answered.

But what we know of the ed conditions existing between
this conntry and these other great commercial countries when
the treaties were made and we were exporting comparatively
little, and the condition which now exists when onr exports have
become enormous and are threatening the industries of those very
countries, leads me firmly to the belief that if those treaties were
once abrogated we wounld never again secure treaties so favorable,
But even if favorable treaties could be secured, my opinion is
that the conditions are such in the world to-day that nearly all
these great commercial powers, in the event of preferential rates
being fixed by law for American vessels, could very successfully

liate _

It is true, also, that we might purchase ships in a foreign mar-
ket cheaper than we could produce them here, but that is equally
true of almost every character of goods, and it is just as reason-
able that we should take off our tariffson the many articles of im-
ports, thus affording no protection whatever to our own indus-
tries, as to refuse to grant to the industry of shipbuilding and
ship commerce z;lprotediun in harmony with all other conditions.

No commercial country is safe—and it takes no argument to

verify this—unless it has the facilities and ability to construct | 15

and man a large navy in time of war or threatened war, and no
nation can do this unless it has at all times extensive shipyards,
capable of doing the work, and enough of a merchant marine to
be able to man the proper number of ships. ]

I am therefore constrained to the opinion that the objects
souzht can better be secured by the methods indicated in the
present bill, and that subsidies for American vessels, to an extent

sufficient to enable them to compete with foreign vessels, is the
most proper method of disposing of the subject.

To me the one grand object, and the object which is worthy of
the greatest consideration, is the reduction of freights on our
exports. We have long maintained a position of high and expen-
sive living in this country, more universal among our people,
from the laborer to the capitalist, than in any other conntry in
the world. Our peculiarly favorable conditions and situations
have enabled us to do this. Having within our own borders, or
capable of producing therein, every article of industry or com-
merce, of food or raiment, we have been enabled to exact commer-
cial tribute from all nations not so favorably situated. We have
been enabled, by reason of this, to compel ngment of importent
tariffs as a condition of opening up our great field of consumption
to the commerce of the world, while they, in turn, have been
compelled for the most part to receive our exports free.

Accustomed to higher wages—to a higher plane of living—than
the inhabitants of any other country, any downward step toward
an equality with the rest of the world would be followed by con-
sternation and ruin which would bode enormous evils to the
country.

Our great prosperity to-day is due to our great trade balance.
When we export $580,000,000 worth of a year more than we
import, we are $580,000,000 better off than we were at the begin-
ning of the year. Keep that gng for years; keep that money
home circulating in the business of our country, and in ten years
we would have In and wealth $5,000,000,000 as a result
of that trade balance alone. Turn that trade against us ten years,
and we would bankrupt every industry in the United States.

1t is evident, Mr. President, that continued prosperity requires
a continuation of the go]icy which produces it, and to maintain
it eternal vigilance and foresight must be exercised, and we must
constantly create new fields for enterprise and trade whenever
the old show signs of exhaustion.

No nation has ever been a great and prosperous nation until it
had hecome a commercial nation, and no nation has ever become
a great commercial nation until it reached a point where its ex-
ports exceeded its imports, and its prosperity always has been and
always must be in tion to that excess.

1 know that this d not be carried on indefimitely with any
single country, but so long as anation is blessed with particularly
favorable conditions so long shounld it take advantage of those con-
ditions, though it be at the expense of the halance of the world.

That which is threatening our agricultural interest to-day is
the enormous and rapidly increasing competition in the agricul-
tural products of the world. The vast increasing exports of grain
from South American countries and Ruseis is having a more or
less disastrous effect upon the wheat raisers of our conntry.

I have here, Mr. President, a number of tables prepared by the
Secretary of Agriculture, showing the exports of wheat alone, not
considering flour and the manufactures of wheat, of all the great
commercial exporting countries of the world:

Wheat exports of the United States, 1891-1901.

Year ended June 30—
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Wheat exports of Canada, 1891-1501,
Year ended June 30— Bushels. | Value.
2,108,216 | $1,583,084
8,714,154 | 6,947,851
9,271,885 | 7,060,
9,272 208 | 6,183,452
8,825,680 | 5,859,100
9,919,542 | 5,771,521
7,855,274 | 5,544,197
18,963,107 | 17,813,916
10,305,470 | 7,784,487
16,844,650 | 11,995,488
9,739,758 | 6,871,989

I take now, Mr. President, the wheat exports of Roumania, of
Russia, of Bulgaria, and of British India, and I find that there
has been a great increase in the wheat exports of all of these
wheat rting nations, with the exception, possibly, of India.

Now, Mr. President, what remedies are available to the Ameri-
can wheat grower? He can not stop theforeign production, which
is ever driving the value of his product downward. There are
but three remedies: Increase the demand for home consumption
by such legislation as will increase the man ing and com-
mercial population of the country, augmenting thereby the home
consumption. Securenew foreign fields of consumption. And the
answer to this ever beckons us toward the Orient. Lower the
freight rates on agricultural exports.

And here we are brought face to face with one of the objects
of the bill. Will its effect be to lower freight rates generally?

The rule of competition must play as important a factor in the | i Loy

matter of freight rates as in any other avenue of business. Ob-
viously, it must be less liable to be overcome by combinations
when the competition is not between citizens of the same coun-
try, but between the people of nations foreign to each other,
a;:u:h wi:_%sie natural competitive policies necessitate the application
of the rule,

Of course, freight rates can not be expected to drop below the
point of profitableness to those engaged in shipping, but we have
a right to ex%ect a reduction compatible with the higher wages
paid for shipbuilding, the higher prices paid for American ships,
the higher salaries paid to American sailors, and the higher ex-

. penses of operating American vessels,

On pages 493 and 494 of the rt of the Commissioner of Navi-
gation for the year 1801 is a table showing the tonnage of Ameri-
can and foreign vessels entered and cleared in foreign trade from
1821 fo 1901. These figures may be interesting to the Semator
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who asked concerning them in last
evening’s debate. It will be seen therefrom that the total amount
of American tonnage entered and cleared from American ports
in 1901 was 12,798,652 and of foreign tonnage of 46,709,262—21 per
cent American and 79 per cent foreign.

Now, Mr. President, if we could increase our tonnage, even to
the extent of furnishing half of that engaged in our commerce,
we would have to increase it about 400 dper cent—at the present
time fourfold. Assuming that we could do this, and also assnm-
ing that the number of foreign vessels would increase with the
increased commerce of the world and that there are now enough
vessels, and therefore with such increase in the future will
enough to carry all of that commerce, it is obvious that the resnlt
would mean either idle foreign vessels or a reduction in freight
rates to the lowest profitable point.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr, CLAY], in his address the other
day, said:

the friends of this bill ing th £ =
S aiapARION i g A Tartading OuT MisrebEI G TS BTGy b
provide that such owners ofveasew in our
ceiving the benefit of the snbsidy ded in this bi
ohligate themselves to build new ships fo eo: with those receiving
the benefit of the subsidy? If the majority are so anxious to build up the
merchant marine, why do they not say to the shipowners in our
foreign trade, Before you shall ngo into the public and receive aid
from the Government you shall at least o te yourselves to build and put
in g!emﬁun similar ships to those receiving Government aid?
ow can the majority sustain the position that the prime oh; of this
bill is to increase our merchant marine and to stimulate shipbuilding in the
United States, when all vessels, both sail and steam, mwgleﬂstemam
subsidized and itted to draw from the public Tr without the own-
ers baing required to build other ships towrms&mdﬁth those receivi
the sub&dﬁr This legislation indicates that our friends on the other side o
the Chamber are more solicitous about giving aid and encouragement to the
owners of ships now in existence than they are to encourage the building
end opsration of new ships.
~ Mr. President, the same Senator in his address last year
showed, at least to his own satisfaction, and attempted to show
to the satisfaction of Senators on this side, that this hill, in the
feature in which he now criticises it for not having the same
matter as was in the last bill, would be most disastrous and
nothing would be obtained therefrom. I do not know how he
can justly mow criticise this bill for not containing that which he

XXXV—168

foreign e,
should be required to

declared in his speech in the Fifty-sixth Congress could not be
accomplished for the benefit of American shipping.

On the whole, the argument of the Senator from Georgia was
a double-edged sword which cut d r backward than it did
forward. He claims to have established the fact beyond ques-
tion, first, that ships can be built as cheaply in this country as
anywhere else; secondly, that they can be operated as cheaply;
and, thirdly, inferentially, that the amounts received in freights
now are reasonably remunerative and profitable.

Now, Mr. Pmaigent, if the Senator established that to his
own satisfaction, I can not understand how he can deny to the
results obtained by him the natural conclusion, which is, that if
capital invested in shipping industry is now receiving a fair re-
muneration and you greatly to that compensation and con-
tract that it shall be paid for a period of at least fifteen years. an
enormous amount of capital WLRG necessarily go into shipbuilding
and thereby increase the number of American ghips. Certainly
they will do that if it is made more profitable.

My own belief is that with the impetus this subsidy will give to
shipguﬂdjng and construction and the enlargement of our ship-
yards, with their labor-saving devices, we will in the course of
fifteen years, and possibly sooner, be enabled, without the con-
tinuation of this subsidy, to compete in shipbuilding with the
balance of the world. this does come about within that time,
then we need not continue these payments, and, as I understand
the bill, the subsidies paid under Article II may be repealed at
anglh‘me; not so, however, with the contracts for carrying the
mails.

If this experiment should show that it has accomplished ifs
in a few years, we need not continue it further. On the
other hand, if we find it is working harmoniously and find it
proper to continue it with like or with less protection, I think the
country will rise to the occasion and do what justice may require.
Here now is an important feature, Mr, President, to me as im-
portant as anything in the bill.

Last year the value of imports and ex;‘)g;tf. of this country
amounted to the sum of §2,151,935411. we retained our

roportionate share, that share which we held in 1826, we would
Eave carried in onr ships $1,990,540,155, in round numbers about
$2,000.000,000. Just what proportion of that would be paid out
for American ships, to American mechanics, and for American
seamen, I do not know, but have been informed that we are now
paying out about §500,000 per day to foreign ships and shipown-
ers for carrying our commerce. ;

As this wonld be about 20 per cent of the value of the articles
of commerce, I think it is reasonably accurate, althongh I have
not verified it. That would make $182,500,000 per year. Even,
therefore, if the effect of this bill did not operate to reduce rates,
as I eertainly believe it will, if the rates were to remain the same
as now, still I insist that the retention of this vast sum of from
$150,000,000 to $180,000,000 per year would itself justify the ex-
penditure of these three to five million dollars per year extra
which this bill calls for.

In my mind the only justification for the payment of public
funds in furtherance of semiprivate business is that the returns
from the investment of these public funds to the whole of the
people will be in benefits received in excess of the amount paid,
which of course must be paid by all of the people. Not only this,
but the justification must be based upon the same policy and the
same theory which justifies the tariffs npon imported goods,
namely, the protection of American industries, and not less im-
portant, the retention of the sums paid for articles of consumption
as much as possible in our own country.

There are, Mr. President, two important considerations which
Iie at the very base of the moral right to levy a tax upon foreign
importations. The one is, that by so doing we are enabled to
develop our own internal resources, and the other, that which to
me is far more important, or certainly as equally important, is
that the sums which we necessarily expend for the necessaries
or luxuries of life are kept within our own borders.

A protectionist by education, I deny that the benefits of our

otective policy should be limited to the mere protection of in-

t industries. Mr. President, we shall soon, if we have not
already in some of our articles of production, be brought face to
face with the question whether this Government shall cut off its
protective policy the moment that we find that any character of
goods n%longernaeds protection in this country as against foreign
com on,

I deny the proposition that when an article needs no further
protection against the invasion of a foreign article we should nee-
essarily ceaseour protective policy. Solong as I support my own
family, and so long as a member of that family produces an arti-
clewhich I might need, T am justified, not only morally, but finan-
cially, in paying that member of my family 95 per cent preminm
fga:;lha articles so required by me more than I would pay to a
stranger,
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And no amount of argument and no character of discussion can
convince me that if the expenditure of three or five or ten million
dollars per year, taken from the public Treasury, will in the
course of a very few years operate to retain within this country
$150,000,000 or $200,000,000 per year to be paid out to American
workmen in our shipyards, to American seamen and American
sailors and the owners of American vessels, and as income from
the investment of American capital—that such expenditure is not
for the best interest of the American people, and is not a most
profitable and sensible investment, and this whether the effect of
the bill is to reduce freights or not. '

If, however, these foreign ships, which are now carrying about 92

cent of our trade, will, after the enactment of this bill intolaw,

still enabled to make the same profit, they will continue to hold
their proportion of the trade, and the increase of the number of
our ships would be gnroportionally equal to the increase of the
foreign ships engaged in our trade. Unless the operation of this
bill results inreduction of freights, whereby the field of American
commerce will be less profitable to foreign investment and more
profitable for American investors, the effect of the bill, so far as
the reduction of freight ratesis concerned, would, to my mind,
be a failure.

And if we are to reap the most beneficial object and intent of
this bill, the retention of this vast sum of money paid to foreign
owners by citizens of this country, it certainly can only be done
because we are thereby enabled, not only to compete with, but
underbid, foreign vessels in the carrying trade, and thus, in pro-
portion to the extent of the increase in our merchant marine, ex-
pel from our trade a corresponding proportion of foreign marine.

I contend, therefore, that the amount to be paid should be suf-
ficient to enable American shigwners, not merely to meet the
foreign owners upon an equal basis, but to be enabled to protect
themselves against great foreign competition, and this can only
be done by lowering freight rates.

It will not take a great number of those ships, which are pro-
vided for in this bill, to equal the carrying capacity of the foreign
ships engaged in American commerce. Asshown by the report
of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1900, page 40, the number
of steam vessels of over 2,000 tons and of 12 knots speed and over
is only 1,109, Of this number 883 are of 14 knots and less, leav-
ing only 823 vessels of this character above 14 knots. There are
oﬁy 90 vessels above 15 and less than 16 knots, 53 of 16 and less
than 17 knots, 49 of 17 and less than 18 knots, 8 of 19 and less
than 20 knots, and 19 of 20 knots and over.

I insert the table referred to:

The number of ocean screw steamships over 2,000
knots or over owned by the several countries of the wor

tons and of 12
are as follows:

Nationality of fast steamships.
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Much has been said in the argument here in reference to the
larger sums which will be received by the fast mail ships; that
these vessels' carry but a small portion of our products, and
that only in concentrated form. This istrue. I have a right to
assume, however, that vessels of the most profitable size and
speed are the ones which will be used to the greatest extent, and
that is not always the ship which will receive the greatest subsidy
under this bill.

An article by Winthrop Marvin on the shipping bill of the
Fifty-sixth Congress, published in the February, 1001, number of
the Review of Reviews, gives a table Bhowingﬂthe amount that
would be received by vessels from 10 to 2 , respectively,
under that bill, and contains an itemized cost of ting the
same. So far as the subsidies or excess of subsidies in that table
are concerned, they may not be important here. I, however, in-
sert the entire table.

MARrcH 12,
Cost of
Knots Tonsof | Number| coal and
hour | €08l per | of fire- | handling |Subsidy.| of sub-
gt ‘| day. | men. | peran- sidy.
num,
10 44 15 $33,180 | $48,800 | §15,120
n 53 18 40,194 53,130 | 12,936
12 [i5] 22 49,8392 83,160 | 33,768
13 bi'] 26 60, 060 90,000 | 80,080
14 95 2 72,912 | 126,420 | 58,508
15 ny 89 88,830 | 141,750 | 52,920
16 144 48 108,664 | 157,920 | 49,056
17 173 58 181,876 | 187,000 | 50,604
18 209 70| 158,004 | 207,000 | 49,898
19 254 8 | 102,818 | 235,410 | 43.002
20 a5 102 231,000 | 264,600 | 83,600
21 a1 127 251,358 ,200 | 22 032

Mr. President, I assume that this is substantially correct.
From this table it will be observed that a 10-knot ship will pay
out per annum for coal and handling $33,180, one of 20 knots, of
the same character,$231,000; that the double speed instead of
doubling the exgensa increases it nearly eightfold. According to
his table, even the difference of 1 knot, that between a 20-knot ghip
and a 21-knot ship, is §150,350 per annum, and we must consider
not only this extra e in coal and handling, but the diminu-
tion in freight space for the extra amount of coal required.

From the fact that large mail steamers do not carry agricul-
tural Eroducts.emept in the most concentrated form, I had hoped
that the committee conld find its way clear to base subsidies upon
the amount of cargo actually carried, instead of the gross tonnage
of the vessel. This would especially benefit the slower and more
exclusively freight ships and induce the building of such vessels,
thereby lowering ocean freights. However, the question of what
character of ships will be built will not depend wholly on what
subsidy particular ships may earn, but on what will be the net
earning after considering all expenses. The table I have referred
to will give a rather clear understanding on this point.

As suggested before, Mr. President, I believe the interest of
our Western wheat growers can best be subserved by securing
special low rates on the Pacific, so as to make it profitable to
move the crop of the Pacific States westward. i bill is par-
ticularly favorable to the Pacific trade.

On account of the great distance, the most economical ship on
the Pacific must be one of large tonnage capacity. By basing
the amount of payment on the gross tonnage, and not on the ac-
tual f(iargﬁ taken, these Pacific trade ships would reap a higher
benefit.

So much of their storage capacity must be taken np with fuel
on a long voyage that, on a cargo basis, they would necessarily
receive a much smaller relative payment than an Atlantic liner.
A comparison of distances between foreign Atlantic and Pacific
seaports from our own seaports will make this clear. I shall insert
a ta%(ie of that character, which will k foritself, and which will
show that the distance traveled on the Pacific is, on an average,
more than double the distance between important seaports upon
the Atlantic.

Distances to foreign ports.
ATLANTIC.

New York to Copenhagen
New York to Sleswick ....

San Francisco to Bombay...
San Francisco to Calcutta._ ..

San Francisco to Melbourne

Ban Francisco to Canton .....

It is obvious from this table that, comparatively, the Pacific-
trade ships will receive a higher proportion than they would re-
ceive were the basis of subsidy made upon cargo and not upon
gross tonnage, because they would suffer no relative loss on ac-
count of the extra space utilized for coal. This wonld be of es-
pecial benefit to the agricultural sections of the Northwest.

The object of this bill is to increase the number of vessels in
our ocean commerce, and no one will claim that it will be increased
unless the investment in vessels is made reasonably profitable,
and no one will deny that, if investments are made in ships un-
der this bill, they will be made in that class which will be most
profitable to the investor.

Hence the investor will not consider merely the amount of sub-
sidy that will be paid. to any one ship, but he will naturally take
into consideration the necessary operating expenses, and if it be
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found by an investigation of the facts, which a prospective in-
vestor will judiciously consider, that, notwithstanding the greater
amount paid to the owners of the fast mail steamers, a larger
profit can be made upon an investment in the slower class, or
those whose business is almost exclusively freighting, certainly
the effect of the bill will be to increase our Navy not in such ships
as the St. Paul and the St. Louis, but in the profitable freighters
of, say, from 5,000 to 7,000 gross tonnage and from 12 to 16 knots.

What the wheat growers west of the Mississippi want to-day is
that the surplus grain of the west coast States find an oriental
market instead of being thrown back into the interior to swell
competition there.

The interest of the people of my section in thg future must nec-
essarily be directed toward the Pacific trade, and the vast and
rapidly growing surplus of our agricultural products must find
a field for consumption in China, in Japan, in the Orient, and in
the Philippines; and I believe it to be the duty of the Government
to exercise all its powers and to shape its legislation go that this
desired resnlt may be attained.

I make no complaint whatever when I say that the agricultural
interests of this country have not received their proportionate
attention—that attention which they justly deserve at the hands
of our National Legislature. There are reasons for this—reasons
which grow out of conditions, and are not the result of inten-
tional disregard. The ownersof the great manufacturing indus-
tries, as compared with the owners of the millions of farms, are
comparatively few, can act in harmony, and make their influence
more directly felt.

Those influences are naturally directed toward legislation that
will enhance the value of their products and guard their future
interests. The greater number of laborers employed by these
few, intent upon their own interest, organized into effective com-
binations, pressing for higher wages, crowd the employers to the
extreme, and the latter, to meet the additional demands of labor-
ers, press so much the harder upon the Government for legislative
benefits and care, and between these forces the agricultural in-
terests are not always benefited, but are often ground. I do not
ghi‘lim that we are not benefited by the additional prosperity which

ollows.

On the contrary, I fully admit it. I simply desire to express
what I feel to be the fact, that we have not the corresponding
benefit justly due to our importance and the amonnt of property
invested in the farms and in operating them in the purely agri-
cultural sections. We are enabled to protect to a great extent
our manufactured articles. The protecticn said to be given by
our laws to our agri(éulllt];::al Imds’ whilt? lth does give ﬁhem

rotection as against like im: . can not by any possibility

?each beyond our own borders and still leaves us subject to the
competition of the world in the sale of at least the wheat of the
country, and as about half of the grain raised is for export, it
becomes a most important factor.

Mr. President, no tariff law, however well intended, can give
adequate protection to agricultural products which must neces-
sarily look to the outside world for consumers. So long as we
are unable to control foreign production of wheat we can give no
adequate protection to our wheat raisers. What we can do by
legislation and what we should do is fo legislate so as to produce
lower ocean and rail freight rates npon these productions.

I believe that such a resnlt will naturally follow from this legis-
lation. Ibelieve we will be benefited by it. It may be thatwe will
not receive entirely equal benefits, butif our people gain 5 or 10 per
cent nunder any character of legislation, it is not sufficient for me
to vote against such proposed legislation because some other in-
terest might possibly receive 1 or 2 per cent greater benefit. My
duty is done when I have tried as much as possible to equalize
these benefits according to the burdens,

Mr. President, if the effect of this bill, as I have suggested, in-
dependent of tariff rates, will in a number of years save to this
country $150,000,000 or §200,000,000 per year, if that many dol-
lars by reason of its operation remain at home which otherwise
would go abroad, if that many dollars a year are put in circula-
tion in this country and paid out to labor in this country, then I
certainly can not see how it can do aught but benefit the Ameri-
can farmer. i

Every extra dollar spent in New York or New England which

" gives the laborer or the person who receives it extra opportuni
to better furnish his table, every extra laborer who secures wor
by reason of the money invested in shipyards, every extra seaman
who obtains employment by reason of this bill must require so
much additional farm products for his support. If it requires in
the shipyards 100,000 extra laborers, that means an additional
half million bushels of wheat to feed them. But thisisnot all.

The very life and prosperity of the wheat growersof the United
States, more than any other class of people in the country. depend
upon the continuance without cessation of abundant facilities to
carry their products to foreign markets, Stop this flow for a

month or so, make it impossible, either by exorbitant rates or by
reason of the vessels now condncting our commerce being called
into other fields of labor, and you hold the whole surplus of wheat
production—double the amount that could possibly be consumed
by this country—within our own borders, producing a congestion
of the most ruinous character.

Mr. President, I put but little faith in the use of these new
vessels for anything other than transport service in case of war.
If the evolution in war vessels and naval warfare in the past
twenty-five or thirty years is any criterion, we may safely assume
that the vessels of the type which could be used in our merchant
marine with profit would not be practicable, or properly con-
structed, for use as cruisers in time of war. The instruments of
naval warfare are now undergoing such rapid metamorphosis
that no person can predict that ships of the present type will be
adapted whatever to naval warfare twenty or thirty years hence.

But, Mr. President, therein does not lie the danger. War be-
tween the great powers of Europe is ever imminent, and, when
turning to the table which I have referred to we find of the
vessels above 2,000 gross tons and 12 kmots speed Great Britain
has 587, Germany 110, France 106, making a total of 813 against
only 94 owned by Americans, we can get some conception of the
disasters which might follow to our commerce, both agricultural
and in manufactured goods, in case a conflict should occur be-
tween these three European countries, and they should call their
merchant marine into transport service. Such an imminent dan-
ger no thonghtful American citizen can look upon without feel-
ing a patriofic duty to take steps for the self-preservation of our
people against such a contingency.

Mr. President, what more glaring example of false econom
confronts us to-day than the expenditure of many millions of dol-
lars every year for war ships to defend and protect our merchant
marine in case of war, which, between this conntry and any for-
eign power of importance, is one of the most remote contingencies
possible, while at the same time we subject 92 per cent of all our
commerce to almost total annihilation in case of war between the
great European powers, which is a hundredfold more imminent?

Mr, President, the pe:gle of the United States can not longer
afford to walk in the shadow of this ever-threatening danger, and
no class of people in the country are more interested in avoiding
such peril than the wheat growers, one-half of whose product
must go to a foreign market. The wheat grower, above all per-
sons, can least afford to have our ocean transportation facilities
checked or crippled, and I believe I best subserve his real interest,
as well as the interest of all our people, when I cast my vote in favor
of this bill. T shall do so, Mr. President, in the sincere hope, the
earnest desire, and the honest belief that it is a step, and a right
step, toward reinstating our lost prestige on the seas, and that
our glorious marine record of 1826 shall be equaled if not eclipsed
by our record of 1926,

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HASTINGS, NEBR.

Mr, DIETRICH. Iask unanimous consentthatthe Senate take
immediate action upon the bill (8. 1798) for the erection of a pub-
lic building at Hastings, Nebr.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an
amendment, in line 1, page 2, before the word *‘ dollars,’” to strike
out “ fifty ’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; *’ 80 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby,
anthorized to caunse to be erected in the dtggg Hastings, Nebr., on the si

uired, under the provisions of the act of ess approved March 2, 1899,

acq O’
a suitable building, I1}11{:ludingh‘ﬁr\al];rrmr vaults, heating and venti

la a;
paratus, m%a&proac egéf]or e use and accommodation of the Unitegﬁatg
courts, post-office, and other Government offices in said city, the cost of said
building, including said vaults, heating and ventﬂntin;,r apparatus, and ap-
&gﬂches. not to exceed the sum of §125,000, exclusive of the cost of the site.

d building shall be unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by
an open space of not less than 40 feet.
The amendment was to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read

the third time, and passed.
PROMOTION OF COMMERCE,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 1348) to provide for ocean mail service
between the United States and foreign ports, and the common de-
fense; to promote commerce, and to encourage the deep-sea fish-

eries,

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, there has been so much said
upon this subject, it has been illuminated by so many eloquent
speeches on both sides, that I do not feel like occupying the time
of the Senate except for a brief fperimi. But, as a member of the
Committee on Commerce and of the majority which reported the
bill, I think that I ought express my dissent from some of the views
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and some of the arguments which have been advanced by gentle-

men ummher side.

Mr. t, the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr, CLAY],
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vgﬂinmd other Senators upon
the Democratic side have made exceedingly in ing and elo-
quent contributions to the discussion of thisbill. Ifind, however,
on reading their speeches, that I must take issue with them upon
the essential points which theymake. Forinstance, the eloquent
Senator from Georgia said:

I favor legislation w! will give to the United States a foreign mail sery-
ice equ:{ if not superiot;'j.cttal) Eng! Gerngny, and ;

He fails to explain, because it can not be explained, by what
process such a mail service is to be secured by the United States
except with the assistance of the Government. myear for a
quarter of a century the demands of our foreign mails and their
tonnage have been constantly increasing. With the enlargement
of our commerce and its extension around the world there has
naturally been an increase of mail. With the constantly increas-
ing volume of American travel, tourist and commercial, there
has been still further increase of mail, but there has been no
addition, or practically none, to American mail facilities in the
foreign service.

‘We are still dependent upon foreign nations for the efficiency
and the regularity of our mail service. We are deriving mo
benefits in a commercial sense from its growth and expansion.
Great Britain requires that all of her ontward-bound océan mails
ghall be carried under the British flag and by steamers under
British control. Germany since 1885, when the North German
Lloyd Asiatic contracts were made, has made practically the
same requirement, and all outward-bound German mails are
carried to North America, to Asia, to Africa, to Australia, in
German steamers. .

Germany is also now engaged, by the assistance of the Govern-
ment, in establishing mail routes to South American points. The
French mails to all garts of the world are carried upon French
steamers and under the French flag. Inorder to accomplish this
result, Great Britain expends $2,000,000 per year in mail subsidies
in excess of her receipts. France spends two millions, thongh her
mail service is much less, and Germany and Japan each spends a
million in excess of receipts in order to accomplish this result.
These commercial nations, who have a heredity of hundreds of
years of ocean transportation and foreign e, and who look
with unusual scrutiny at expenditures and receipts, would never
conduct their mail business with foreign countries at so great an
annual loss unless they were certain of a co:n&nsati.ng gain.
That compensating gain is found in the fact that every mail
steamer is an ambassador of trade, is an agent for the expansion
of commerce, is a means for the opening and the enlargement of
markets for the surplus products of the countries whose flag the
mail steamer carries.

We all join in the patriotic aagiration of the Senator from Geor-
gia that our mail service shall be equal if not superior to that of
England, Germany, and France, but so long as our mail service is
carried on the vessels of those countries we are putting them each
year still farther onward in the race for equality or supremacy,
and making it that much more difficult for the United States to
catch up. This sensitiveness on the part of our friends on the
other side to a remunerative mail service and loss in the carrying
of themail has never been exhibited in our domestic service. The
strength and value of the post-office service of the United States,
inland and domestic, is that, regardless of profit or loss, it has
been constantly extended with the settler to aew regions and out-
lying settlements. ;

The mail service through the new Territories is always runat a
great loss to the Government for the time, but with incalculable
profit to the Government in the assistance which it has rendered
to settlement, cultivation, and uction. We have not passed
the period in our internal mail service of unproductive routes.
There is not a Senator in this Chamber who would cast a vote for
the abandonment of one of these services which, by the report of
the Post-Office Department upon our desks, is a loss
to the Government.

Under the contracts which Great Britain, Germany, and France
have with their subsidized mail steamers—I use the word * subsi-
dized " becanse the whole remuneration is practically that—when
the loss is so great, they insure that regularity of the service With-
out which, commercially, a mail routeis of little value. While this
is true of the mail service and its value to Grreat Britain, Germany,
and France, the United States in its mail service to South Amer-
ica, to the Orient, to almost all parts of the world, is dependent
n the policy, or the whim, or the accident of the foreign ship
ich carries the mail. :
‘We may have a valuable trade at some point or man{epomta,
and the foreign mail ship which reaches that place may be taken
off by its government because that government does not find it
necessary or profitable to longer help a line to run there or because

u
w.

that line or ship may be used as an auxiliary cruiser. Then the
American service, the American communication, the American
connection utterly fail, and this great Government is helpless so
far as that section of the world is concerned. The German Gov-
ernment permits its lines to lay off their fast steamers during the
winter season, and during that period the American mail service
must follow the line of policy and the wishes and the business
opportunities of the owners of the German line.

D‘nﬁ.néotheBoer war o many British mail ships were withdrawn
by the Government into their service as auxiliary cruisers and
transports that the mail service between the United States and
Europe was seriously impaired. and we were utterly helpless. I
admit that we save money by the present process. e would
probably save twonillions per year when all the mail routes were
established, but we would save it at the expense of our commer-
cial independence; would save it in order to contribute to the ef-
ficiency and the strength of foreign merchant marines and foreign
naval service.

Our friends upon the other side are fond of quoting the Declara-
tion of Independence, Washington’s Farewell Address, and the
patriotic literature of the Revolution. But it was Washington
who said that ““ It is folly in one nation to look for disinterested
favors from another; it must pay, with a portion of its independ-
ence, for whatever it may accept nunder that character.” I com-
ﬁend to our fellow-Senators that part of Washington's Farewell

ddress.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY], always exceedingly
careful to be accurate in his figures, will sometimes make mis-
takes in his comparisons.

Mr. BACON. The Senator from New York will permit me to
interrupt him to say that my colleague is necessarily absent. He
is nniformly here when not so detained.

Mr. DEPEW. I understand thaf.

For instance, when he says that England’s foreign mails are
more than three times what our foreign mails are, the statement
conveys an impression which I am sure he did not intend. The
foreign mails of Great Britain are three times greater than our
foreign mails, but how distributed? Half of the British mails
for Europe go only across the channel, from Dover to Calais, an
hour's trip, or from Harwich to the Hook of Holland, or from
New Haven to Dieppe, a four or six hours’ frip. But the foreign
mail service of Great Britain, mile for mile and ponund for pound, is
not greater than the foreign mail dispatched from the United States.

On the contrary, the United States mail is the larger. The dif-
ficulty with this statement of my distinguished friend is when he
says that we would pay two millions annually for our foreign
mails in excess of receipts, while Great Britain pays about
4,500,000 for hers, meaning that, while Great Britain’s mail ton-
nage is three times ours, it pays for it only a little over twice as
much as we do. But when you compare mile for mile and pound
for pound and find that by that method the United States mail is
greater than the foreign mail dispatched from England and nearly
equal to the foreign and colonial mails combined dispatched from
that country, then you discover it is the real secret of the success
of the English mail service, that as a matter of fact they pay over
twice as much as does the United States, and by that method
seic%:a mail service, not only to their colonies, but all around the

obe.

8 All the Senators who have spoken against this measure have
laid stress upon the statement that there is no limit of time, and
that therefore there is no sum which the subsidy may not attain,
But, gentlemen, this question is alwaysin the power of Congress.
It is as much in the power of Congress as it was when Congress
withdrew the subsidy from the Collins Line fifty years ago and
crushed that line out of existence. Every year Congress will
have the reports of the Post-Office Department, showing the
amount of subsidies paid and the amount of mail service earnings.
Every year the committee in charge of these questions in the
two Houses will be investigating rigidly whether the point of
maintenance has been so far in profit as to create monopoly
or undue revenue; so that Congress itself will be to blame if at
any time there is an abuse under this measure.

ff the hopes of the friends of this bill are realized, ships will be
built cheaper and cheaper in the shipyards of the United States,
the efficiency of the service will grow with its itude, com-

tition, working the same on the sea as it has on land, will re- .
lni'euco?. prices, and the beneficiary will be the Government as well
as the individual.

One of the most eloguent and charming and attractive speak-
ers upon this or any other question whom the Senate and the
country are privileged to hear is the distingnished Senator from
Missouri. Ig'l presented in its most formidable way the current
impression that American shipyards have more orders than they
can fill in the next two or three years. Thke Commissioner of Nav-
igation reports that there have been 18 vessels, aggregating about
100,000 tons, which have been launched from American shipyards
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during the last eight months; but the ways from which these
ships were launched are now vacant, and the workmen who were
employed upon these ships are now idle.

e reports that it would require, in addition to present orders,
75,000 tons of steamers in the course of construction to keep the
yards to their limjt and their men fully employed during the com-
ing summer. It is a curious fact that during the last twelve
months not a single steamer for foreign trade has been contracted
for in an American shipyard, though most of such yards would
be glad to receive the orders.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him as to the
building of the ship Korea?

Mr. DEPEW. 1 take the report of the Commissioner of Navi-

tion.

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that the Korea, I un-
derstand, has just been completed for the service of the Pacific
Mail Steamship Company. It is the largest steamshit}}:;l, probably,
that will be on the Pacific Ocean, and was built for the trade be-
tween San Francisco and Hongkong.

‘Mr. DEPEW. I mean ships built for the foreign trade under
the American flag.

Mr. BACON. That will be under the American flag, in the
service of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company.

Mr. DEPEW. If that is true, then I stand corrected as to that
one ship. Are there any more ships?

Mr. BACON. I understand that there is another one, but I
can not recall it. I will state to the Senator that while I do not
Erofess to have any very great familiarity with this subject, I

appen to know about that ship from the fact that I am person-
ally acquainted with the captain, who formerly commanded the
China, and who has been transferred from the China to the
Korea. In that way my attention was particularly called to the
fact. Though I will not state it as a fact, it is my impression
that there is still another, but of that I am not certain. I am,
however, positively certain about the Korea, and she will be the
largest ship afloat on the Pacific Ocean; that is, crossing the
Pacific Ocean from America to Asia.

Mr. DEPEW. The other ship, I understand, is being built un-
der the subsidy mail contract which the Spreckels have with the
United States and with Australia and New Zealand.

Mr. BACON, I had the impression that there was another
ship, but I was not prepared to give the information.

Mr. DEPEW. I now recall that the two ships are the Korea
and the Sierra, and they are both included in the total tonnage
which I have before mentioned as having been launched from
American shipyards within the last year. These two steamers
were contracted for about three years ago, when the annexation
of Hawaii and the application of the coasting laws to that trade,
under which these steamers could do an exclusive and therefore
a profitable business, were inevitable. Well, upon the question
as to what has been done in American shipyards I have here inter-
esting statistics. Of course the contention of my friend, the Sen-
ator from Georgia, and his friends is that the American shipyards
are doing all that they can; that they are working at a profit;
that they at least need no assistance and no help, and that no
measure of this kind will add or could add to their present effici-
ency or the amount of business they do or the number of ships
that they turn out.

I think it will be admitted that American talent, American
gkill, American workmanship, American material are just as
good as those of any other country in the world. I think it will
be admitted that in many respects they are better. That being
the case, if ships could be constructed as cheaply in our shipyards
as they can in those of Great Britain, then there would be in the
competition a fair share of their business coming to the ship-
yards of the United States.

Under present conditions there seems to be little prospect after
this year for work in our shipyards except for the American Navy
and coastwise vessels, That this is a large business we admit,
but we onght not to rest satisfied with the building of American
naval ships and the construction of vessels for our coasting trade,
The demand for shipping under the American flag to go all over
the world should be such as to enormously increase our present
shipyard capacity, both in old yards and in new.

The writers in magazines and in reviews have been quoted ex-
tensively to prove that the American ships can be built as cheapl
and run at as little cost as those of foreign nations. inst this {
present the official report of the Commissioner of Navigation for
1901. He takes the best ship of the American, the British, and
the German lines—the Si. Louis, of the American; the Oceanie,
of the British, and the Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, of the German
Line. It shows that the total number of officers and men in every
department on the St. Louis is 380; on the Oceanie, 427, and on
the Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse,500; and yet the wages, month by
month, of the St. Louis are $11,506.09; of the Oceanie, $9,891.82;
of the Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, $7,715.55.

The report of the Commissioner shows that these averages of
from 20 to 80 per cent run equally distinet through the vessels of
less tonnage and of slower speed. It distinctively establishes the
fact of this difference of operation under the American, the Brit-
ish, and the German flag. Our friends the enemy admit that
wages are higher in American shipyards than they are in the
British, the aerman, or the Scandinavian, but they claim that
this difference is made up in efficiency of service. e reports of
the Commissioner of Navigation year by year and the statistics
gathered by the distingunished Senator from Maine apply to ships
of equal tonnage and exact counterparts built at shipyards in the
United States and abroad.

In each case the difference in cost has been not less than 25
per cent in favor of the foreign shipyard. If this were not so,
Yankee skill, ingenuity, push, and energy would be competing
for and securing these contracts for foreign ships which are ﬁlling
the yards of Great Britain and Germany while our yards coul
successfully do so much more work. We have overcome this
difference in wages in locomotives and in steel rails and in other
manufactures because of the volume of the product and the mag-
nitude of the demand.

We can not overcome it in shipbuilding until we nd from
a retail to a wholesale business. 'Where we build one largs ship
foreign shipyards build a hundred, while the reverse is true in
the output of those manufactures with which we are sunccess-
fully competing in the markets of the world. On this subject I
quote an authority which I am sure my Democratic friends will
not dispute.

The Democracy of the country, in looking for an issue, has also
been trying to escape from the handicaps upon their race. One of
these handicaps has been Tammany—Tammany government,
Tammany mismanagement, and Tammany corruption.

Now, however, there is rejoicing all over the land in the Demo-
cratic households, camps, and conventions that Tammany has re-
formed; that a gentleman of education, of high honor, and of dis-
tinction has been placed at the head of the organization, and the
Democracy of the country through its press and every organ of
opinion welcomes him as an evangel of light and truth. Mr.
Louis Nixon, the new leader, is a shipbuilder, as well as a highly
educated engineer. I read an extract from a paper presented by
Mr. Nixon at the annual meeting of the Society of Naval Archi-
tects and Marine Engineers within a few months. This society
is composed of experts who could not be misled and to whom a
statement could not be successfully made unchallenged unless it
was absolutely true. The following is the abstract:

When we are in such a position that we can build several hundred mer-
then have the demand which will enable us to so
arrange the building of merchant ships that we can build with reascnable
economy, and I have no doubt in the world that by that time weshall be able
not only to meet the price of the foreigner, but to come under it. But in
order to bring about that condition it is absolutely necessary that there
shonld be a demand for ships which we have not now, and unﬁq we can
E‘rhtttg ﬁ- g;b&mrd to talk of building merchant ships as cheaply as they can

one of the lar i there i
captie oF DAt s DALs | R e s o s s Slfpe sach
ship, on another was a ferryboat, on another a yacht,and on another a
o) iyt oon st G SN s e b e o v
fgﬂcost with ships built abroad. 3 oatiain i o i s

The same rule in regard to this difference of from 20 to 30 per
cent in the cost which thus been demonstrated in the construc-
tion and in the operation is continued in the maintenance. Thus
the three elements of cost, operation, and maintenance, upon
which depends profit or loss in ocean navigation, are all against
the ship built in America and sailing under the American flag,
But if these things are true, * why,’” says the distingnished Sen-
ator from Georgia, ‘“ why,” says the distingnished Senator from
South Carolina, * why is it that Mr. Morgan has purchased the
Leyland line of steamers? Why is it that so acute, so able, and so
distinguished an investor should put his money and that of his
friends in this business?”’

I do not know whether they have or not, but, accepting the
public reports that they have, the reason is very plain. It is be-
cause ocean navigation is profitable. It has been found so by
all the maritime countries of the globe. It is profitable, how-
ever, only under conditions where competition is upon equal
terms. In the close transactions of modern business, whether on
land or on the ocean, competition settles the survival of the fittest,
If the terms upon which the contest is carried on are equal, then
skill, enterprise, and genius for business have their opportunity
and win; but a sufficient handicap can make success impossible
for the greatest genius in the world.

If these American tapitalists have bought these lines, it is not
to place them under the American flag; it is not to run them
under American conditions; it is not to be handica ‘by the
difference between American wages and American food as pre-
scribed by law and the wages and the food of the British and the
German and the Scandinavian and the Belgian lines; but it is to
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run them under the ﬂa,afrln of those countries where conditions
will gla.ce the ships and the business on that equality which en-
able business efficiency to do the business at a profit.

There are millions of American money now invested in ship-
ping—invested because it is a money- ing business. But the
ships which this American capital owns and runs are run under
alien flags because of the inhospitable conditions under our own,
becaunse we will not make it possible for these enterprising gen-
tlemen fo use their capital under the flag which they love quite
as well as we do, and under which they would far prefer to sail
their vessels,

There were constructed in the United States during the ten
years np to 1901, exclusive of the coasting trade and naval vessels
and inclusive only of steamers built exclusively for the foreign
trade, ships aggregating 83,715 gross tons. This includes the
ships from San Francisco to Australia by way of Hawaii, built
gince Hawaii was annexed; 5 steamers, built since Cuba was occu-
pied, for that trade and 4 for the trade between New York, Bos-
ton, Philadelphia, and Jamaica; 2 for Venezuela; and 1, the Pacific
mail steamer, between San Francisco and Japan and China.

The cutput of the British yards during that period of ten years
I have not been able to obtain, but of steel steamers of over 1,000
tons burden the British yards launched last year 1,327,979 tons.
I ask Senators to place these figures together. I ask Senators
who are claiming that we can do as well in the construction of
ships as any nation in the world to put these figures upon the
walls of their study, carry them in their memorandum books,
and paste them in their hats, As against British construction
for one year of 1,300,000 tons is the beggarly showing of the
United States for ten years of 83,000 tons. ;

Mr, BACON. If I do not interrupt the Senator, Mr. Presi-
dent—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. In the absence of some other Senators who are
more immediately in charge of this matter, I should like to ask
the Senator a question.

The Senator s of the construction of ships in the British
shipyards, certainly recognizing the fact that Great Britain has no
such trade as we have, which we denominate our coastwise trade.
Therefore the statistics as to the tonnage manufactured in Great
Britain is practically a statement of the entire manufacture of
ships by the British shipyards. With us, much the larger part
of our manufacture of ships is for the coastwise trade. order
to make a fair comparison the Senator ought not simply to give
the work of the shipyards in America in building ships engaged
in foreign trade, but he should also include in his statement the
amount of manufacture of ships by the American shipyards to
be engaged in the coastwise trade.

I will ask the Senator, in order that we may have the advantage
of a perfectly correct statement when we go to paste it upon our
walls, that he will state not simply the amount of tonnage repre-
sented in ships manufactured in the United States shipyards to
be engaged in the foreign trade, but that he will add to it and
give us the sum total of the tonnage, not only of ships manufac-
tured for the foreign trade, but those also to be engaged in the
coastwise trade,

Mr. DEPEW. I will let my friend the Senator gather these

figures.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—

Mr. DEPEW. I yield tothe Senator from Colorado.

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention
to a statement made by the Commissioner of Navigation on page
28 of his report, where he says:

o posty . s At sy
representation absolutely. :

Then he goes on to say that it will not be increased so much in

rtion to the other countries, perhaps, as it ought to be.
. DEPEW. I have the figures here only for 1898.. I find
that the total seagoing tonnage of the world is 11,163,000 tons,
robably this year about 12,000,000 tons. Of this, 7,310,000 is
%ritish and 3,853,000 is the rest of the world. There were built
in British shipyards about 1,400,000 tons, and in all other ship-
yards of the world 672,000 tons.

Now, the other shipyards of the world included those of Ger-
many, which has been wonderfully stimulated; of Scandinavia,
of France, and of Belgium. Without having accurate figures, the
Senator will still see that the figures which he has in his hat will
not make him proud of his country. .

Mr. BACON. They are very vastly different, though, from
those su ted by the Senator in his previous statement.

Mr. D%%W. ‘Within the last ten years the United States has
become a creditor nation. During the period of development and
construction we drew upon the capital of the world to build our

will be built in the United
will increase the American

railroads and telegraphs, to dig our canals, to open our mines, and
to develop our resources; but the development of the past forty
years has been such that our financial position is reversed. In the
last decade we have discovered our strength and resources. We
have paid off our indebtedness to Europe and repurchased, as far
as possible, our securities which were held uppn the other side.
American capital, the accumulation from the products of farms
and factories and mines, of industry and of labor, has been seek-
ing investment in every direction. Our national wealth was esti-
mated in 1890 at $65,000,000,000 and in 1900 at about ninety-five
billions. In round numbers there has been an increase in the
national wealth of $30,000,000,000 in the last decade. While
much of this is the increase in values of properties which existed
ten years ago, a portion of it is profit in cash, which must go
somewhere for profitable employment. It hasdiligently pursned
every channel, throngh the cauntious investor. seeking secu-
rity at the lowest rate of interest, and next throngh the venture-
some and enterprising, who are willing to take risks for larger

ns.

There has been invested in the construction of railways during
this period $1,800,000,000, seeking an average return of 4 per cent
interest. There has been invested in the enlargement of old and
the building of new manufacturing enterprises $3,300.000,000.
There have been loaned to Europe at 34 and 4 per cent over
£50,000,000. Other millions have gone into mines in Mexico, in
the different countries of South America, and in exploitations in
Asia and Africa.

Never in the history of the world, in any nation, has there been
such vast wealth controlled by such energetic, able, and informed
capitalists, ready to take up, in this country or abroad, on the land
or on the sea, any enterprises which would promise returns. If
the contentions of the opponents of this bill are correct, why has
it gone into speculative undertakings, into these operations in-
volving risk and loss, into these investments giving such small
returns of interest, if American ships could be built and navigated
as cheaply as the ships of any other country of the world?

‘Why, Mr. President, if that proposition was true we would not
be here to-day discussing measures for the promotion of the
American mercantile marine, nor lamenting the disa rance of
American merchant vessels from the ocean and seas of the earth,
nor wondering why the United States alone of nations has no place
in the maritime calculations of shiﬁtapers, but we would be rejoic-
ing in the fact that the American flag, now unknown and unseen
on almost all of the routes of commerce, was again a ili
sight to the eyes of the American traveler in every port, and the

lace of the United States among maritime nations was as high as
it is among those same nations in competitive industries and in

finance,

« The eloquent Senator from Missouri characterizes this measure
as ““ class legislation.”” But never, in any country, has any meas-
ure which added to the national defense been regarded as class
legislation. The $26,000,000 a year in bounties, or subsidies, or
mail contracts, or whatever form it may take, which are paid by
European nations, has the double motive of the promotion of
commerce and the command of the sea. These ships become
auxiliary cruisers. England has fifty such vessels, swift, made
of steel, up to every modern requirement and subject at all times
to the requisition of the British Government.

Without this auxiliary fleet she would have been %ractica]ly
helpless in the transportation of the 800,000 troops she sent to
South Africa. One of themost enlightened and progressive rulers
in the Old World is the present Emperor of Germany. All of his
powers are bent to the promotion of German interests, the exten-
sion of German commerce, the empl%ment of German labor and
markets for German productions. ithin the last ten years he
has brought Germany to practically a unanimous support of the
snbventions, or mail contracts, or direct subsidies, or rebates
upon German railways, which amounts to the same thing, by
which the German merchant marine has been rapidly overtaking
that of Great Britain. He has built up German shipyards by
making it a condition that those ships should be built by German
labor and in German yards; he has emancipated the German
shipper from dependence upon Great Britain, to which, until
within recent years, he was subject.

All these great ships are auxiliary cruisers and part of the Ger-
man navy. Theperformance of the Kaiser Wilhclm der Grosseand
of the Deutschiland across the ocean, surpassing all records, at once
receives by proclamation the plaudit of the Emperor and by reso-
lation the plaudit and encouragement of the German Parliament.
Not only is direct pay given to encourage this mercantile marine,
but indirectly the Government-owned railways of Germany are
made to contribute. Both exports and imports passing over the
German railways have part of the freight remitted to the steam-
ship in order to increase the earnings of the vessels. In addition
to that, Germany has recently inaugurated a system of prefer-
ential rates to the German manufacturer upon the German rail-
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way for goods exported to the competing markets of the world.
This operates in the nature of a bounty to enable the German
manufacturer to outbid his competitors or to sustain himself
against their activity, energy, and cheaper production.

I read from the Board of Trade Journal of February 20, 1902, a
report of the British consul at Hamburg on thissubject. Hesays:

His Majesty's consul-general at Hamburg has forwarded to the foreign
office a memorandum on the subject of preferential rates for German iron
and steel on German railways, of which the following is & copy:

‘It has recently been notified by the German newspapers that from and
after January 1, IE:B, the rates clmrged on German ways according to the
Bmferant.ial special ‘seaport tariff,’ which hitherto were applicable only to

o steel and iron destined for oversea exportation to Asiatic ports east
of Aden, to Australia, and to islands of the Pacific Ocean, have now been ex-
tended and made applicable to German steel and iron deptmad for oversea
exportation to all non-European countries, without exception"—

That includes the United States—

*It is evident that the extension of the advantages accorded by the rates of
this preferential tariff to the (German steel and iron trade and industries has
taken place in view of the mmpnmtig:éynnﬁammble position in which those
industries (and many others) are placed at t; but it is also probable
that once introdu for steel and iron intended for oversea exportation,
those rates will become permanent, especially in order toenable the German
steel and iron industry to compete with that of the United States of Amer-
ica. The rates in question have, for the above first-descri destinations,
been in force since 180, and amount to 2.2 pfennigs per metric ton per kilo-
* meter, plus 12 pfennigs for working expenses (in p. of 8.5 pfennigs plus 12
charﬁetr for iron and steel according to the ordina%et?lrﬂ_ rates).

* Up to the present these preferential rates have chiefly advantageous
to the North (germn.n Lloyd steamers which run from Germany to the far
East and Australia, as they have at/ goods to those destinations. There
can be little doubt that the further extension of the advantages offered by
these reduced rates will give an impulse toward the oversea export trade of

German steel and iron to other countries besides those just named—for in-
stance, to South America.”

It gives about 25 per cent of the freight rates to the German
manufacturer as a rebate when he exports goods from that which
he pays when he sends them locally to the seaboard for local pur-
poses, and that 25 per cent goes into the pockets of the German
manufacturer in order to enable him to compete in the American
market in spite of our tariff. X

Mr. President, I was curiously impressed in finding on investi-
Eﬁqn that 95 per cent of the American mail is carried mainly in

glish, German, and French vessels; that all over the world, ex-
cept for immediate communication between the United States and
Europe for certain points, and in this one line that runs via Ha-
waii to Australia and one Pacific mail steamer running to the
- Orient, the vast volume of American mails is carried under foreign
fla, '

gs.

Here is the sitnation which has a side to it that is anything but
flattering to American pride. Upon the heads of our postage
stamps we have the faces of Franklin, of Washington, of Jackson,
of Lincoln, of Grant, of Garfield, of Sherman, of Webster, of Clay,
of Jefferson, of Perry, of Madison, and of Chief Justice Marshall.

Mr. President, there is a galaxy of patriots, of worthies, of men
distingunished in arms, in statesmanaggp and diplomacy, such as
has never been seen before. They were all patriotic Americans;
they were all builders of our country; but they can not get their
images anywhere in the world ex(;e})t under a British or a Ger-
man or a French flag. What would be the feelings of George
Washington, who had such sentiments hostile o foreign alliances
and dependence upon foreign countries, if he knew that his face
and figure when carried upon an American letter had to go under
a British or a French or a German flag all over the world?

‘What would be the feeling of General Jackson, rising, as he
might, from behind the cotton bales at New Orleans, if he dis-
covered that he was dependent upon the vessels of foreign nations
in order to get his features npon an American postal card or an
American letter to any part of the world? There would be heard
the familiar imprecation from the old hero: “ By the Eternal,
you degenerate representatives of my principles and party have
turned my victory over the British for American independence
on the seas into a pitiful surrender to England of the carriage of
the mails of our country and the commerce of our people around
the earth.” This may not be much of an argnment, but in any
event some tribute ought to be paid to the feelings of these de-
ceased statesmen that their country, now rich and powerful be-
yond any dreams in which they ever indulged, should not subject
their images to such humiliation.

‘“ Class legislation ”” has been the cry against protection since
the organization of our Glovernment. The cleavage upon this

uestion is npon lines as old as the first acts to promote American
shipping and to give an impulse to American manufactures in
the first term of General Washington. The statesmen to whose
genius we owe our institutions saw as clearly a hundred years
ago, as Captain Mahan did when he wrote his famous book, that
the sea power controls the world. They saw that if the United
States was to be capable of sustaining in comfort a population
ual to that which its territory invited it must be independent

of other countries both on the land and on the sea. They advised
the protective measures first for the ocean and then for the land.

By tonnage dues and preferential rates to goods shipped in

American vessels they built up an American merchant marine
which at one fime carried 72 per cent of the foreign commerce of
the United States. But the cry of ** classlegislation,” ineffective
against protection at home, because protection at home was
brought to the door of every citizen, was fatal to our position
upon the sea. Upon one pretext and another we made treaties
which prevented our continuing these privileges to our citizens.
The high tide of opposition to the efforts to equalize our ship-
ing with the Bhippin% of other nations on the ground of * class
Eegislation ”’ was reached when the mail subsidy was withdrawn
from the Collins Line, and we retired as a nation from the sea.

The energy and activity of our people, their skill as construct-
ors and sailors, enabled us to hold the sea with our wooden cli
per ships for a while, but when the iron ships were snbstituted t
superiority of Great Britain in the manufacture of iron, that in-
dustry being in its infancy then with ual,nfave the monopoly of
this construction to England. Now, while we talk of being a
world power, with our limitless resources, with our genius for
trade and commerce, we carry only 84 per cent of our own prod-
ucts in American ships under the flag of the United States.

It is the wonder of political economists that Great Britain, with
a trade balance s%%inst her of about $700,000,000 a year, should
remain so rich. e problem which the English statesman has
to face is how to feed 42,000,000 of people in the British Isles and
furnish them with remunerative industries when the British Isles
have to imgort, food for 30,000,000. It is this which makes this
enormous balance of trade of $700,000,000 a year against her. If
she had to take it out of her capital she would soon be exhaunsted
and impoverished.

The steam tonnage of the world is about 11,000,000 tons, of
which Great Britain owns 7,300,000, leaving 3,700,000 for all the
rest of the world. The output of new vessels from the British
yards is about 1,400,000 tons, against 672,000 tons for all the rest
of the world. This vast preponderance of British shipping earns
nearly the whole of the balance of trade against her, its earnings
being about $700,000,000 a year. Of course, the enormous invest-
ment of British capital and the tremendous loans of British
money to other nations, which do not appear in the balance of
1;‘}r‘irad?;1 make Great Britain still the cregxtor nation of the Old

oridLa -

But while protection has been withdrawn, in deference to the
cry of ** class legislation,” from the ocean, happily for the United
States, fortunately for our people, the policy has been maintained
in our internal affairs. I will not go over the old s of the
financial cataclysms and industrial paralysis which have followed
the interference with this policy at different times during the last
century. For forty years this policy of protection to American
industries has been practically supreme. In that forty years we
have made the phenomenal progress which astonishes no one
more than ourselves. There is no lesson so clear, no fact so irre-
futable as those based npon the operations of the protective poli
in our land. 'We successfully compete in the open and the openg
markets of the Orient; we succeaaF:]Jy compete in their own mar-
l%ta ﬁrith the highly organized industrial nations of the Old

orld.

The sale of the surplus of our industries abroad prevents the
congestion of our labor and keeps it at a scale far higher than
that of any other country and constantly advancing. But for the
protective ghcy we would have congestion, paralysis, and suffer-
ing upon the land, though we might not reach the condition of
absolute poverty which is ours upon the ocean. By the protective
policy we are receiving an average of $500,000,000 a year of trade .
balance in our favor, and then we pay of that about $200,000,000
to foreign shipping to carry American products. If we had upon
the ocean an adequate merchant marine, it is difficult to picture
the benefit to American labor which would accrue from the em-
ployment of this vast sum in our own industries and among our
own people.

The great difficulty with our friends upon the other side is the
Democratic conscience. It is a conscience which believes every
act or policy unconstitutional for which explicit authority can
not be found plainly written in the Constitution. For one hun-
dred years it has suffered and been sorely tried. It bobs up se-
renely in opposition whenever the nation endeavors to do anything
which will add to its wealth, greatness, and power, and then be-
comes elastic when the people will no longer respond to its rigid
constructions. It was created by Thomas Jefferson, but was the
plague of his life. No proposition so clear was ever presented to
a statesman as the acquizition of Louisiana and the control of
the Mississippi; but it was against the Democratic conscience
which he had just broughs into life and made exceedingly virile.
Nevertheless, he took in Lonisiana, which now contains fifteen
of our most prosperons States, and opened the Mississippi to the
nation as an American highway, and stepped on that conscience,

‘When the Democratic President Polk and the Democratic Presi-
dent Pierce and the Democratic President’ Monroe took territory
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from Spain and from Mexico and governed them by means which
were not recognized in the strict letter of the Constitution the
Democratic conscience again received frightful wrenches. But
we took the territory and we governed it. The Democratic con-
science is to internal improvements by the Government,
but Democratic Senators and Members of Congress and Presi-
dents all support them.

The Democratic conscience denounces the river and harbor bill
and its appropriations, by which the Government steps within
the limits of States and beyond the line of national control of
navigable and unnavigable waters, but it votes every time for the
old flag and an appropriation. "We had before us a few days ago
the subject of irrigation. It was clearly ** class legislation’” upon
Democratic arguments and Democratic contention. It was not
for the national defense, but for the promotion of the interests of
a certain section of the United States and of peoples living exclu-
sively within those jurisdictions.

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly.

Mr. DIETRICH. The money received from the sale of public
lands is to be used for the reclamation of arid lands belonging to
the Government and to be sold to settlers.

Mr. DEPEW. Nevertheless it was contrary to Democratic

inciples. I voted in favor of it, and I am in favor of it; but all
m speaking of is the difficulty that the Democrats had in vot-
ing for it. t difficulty was explained in this way: That it was
a beneficent measure? No; they did not say that. That it would
develop public lands and make them fit for settlement? No; they
did not say that. What they did say was that in the distribu-
tion of the unconstitutional river and harbor appropriations
these several States and Territories where the arid lands are re-
ceived no direct benefit, and therefore they should have unconsti-
tutional money in order to even them up. 1tis notthe expensetobe
incurred under the provisions of this bill, but it is the Democratic
conscience—so eleastic for one hundred years, so yielding when-
ever party necessity requires it—which is fighting this bill.

‘We will spend during the next year probably $145,000,000 for
pensions, $130,000,000 for the Army, $100,000,000 for the Navy,
and $133,000,000 on the Post-Office, and yet for this measure,
which, if successful, will enormously help, encrmously strengthen
the American Navy, our highest possible expenditure for the
coming year is $800,000.¢ Our highest possible expenditure under
the postal clause, over and above receipts, is $2,000,000, and that
only when the postal routes all over the world have been opened
and in successful operation.

Under the subsidy provision for vessels not receiving mail pay
it would be impossible for us to build over 200,000 fons every two
years at an nditure of $30,000,000 and the employment of a
vast number of American workingmen. So that the highest ex-
penditure ible, with our mail routes built and our merchant
service full—and thiswill take from five to ten years—would be
$7,500,000 a year. The river and harbor bill this year, which will
carry nearly $60,000,000, is purely for domestic trade and domestic
commerce. There is no doubt of its beneficence,

To establish an ocean mail service which would enable us to
earn $4,700,000, which would be $2,000,000 in excess of receipts
from the mails, will require 24 new, large, fast ocean mail steam-
ers, aggregating 240,000 gross tons. It would take more than
three years and largely increased shipbuilding facilities to con-

. gtruct and place upon the ocean these vessels. The total cost of

this number of mail steamers constructed within that period
would be nearer forty than thirty-five millions of dollars. It
would mean the steady employment of 18,000 men and an expend-
iture in wages of at least $18,000,000. X

In considering the vessels which are to be paid a bounty, as
distinct from mail service, and for that bounty to carry the mails
free, we find this: That during the calendar year 1900 these sub-
sidy ships, excluding mail steamers, would have earned in the
voyages which they made during that year $1,000,000, from which
deduct the $200,000 for mails which they, carry free, and that
would leave the subsidy for the present year $800,000. If this
£800,000 should increase in the next few years to the extent of
$800,000 more in subsidies, it would be necessary to add 100,000
tons of ocean steamers and 40,000 tons of sail vessels to our mer-
cantile fleet. If this output were doubled and the subsidy doubled,
the United States then as a shipbuilding nation would be ahead
of Germany.

One of the most significant facts, whichillustrates with startling
emphasis our poverty u the ocean, are the statistics gathered
b{ the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] upon the relations
of the revenues derived through the custom-house service of the
United States, and the amounts paid to foreign ships for freight
upon American exports. For thirty-one years r to 1901, the
total revenue from customs service received by the United States

was $5,990,449,241, During the same period of thi
were pmg by Amm farmers, manﬁacturers )
pers to foreign ships for carrying erican ucts abroad
$5,867,671,350. So that during these three demga.a the people of
the United States have paid to foreign vessels owned by foreign
capitalists and sailing under foreigl flags for the carrying of
American products nearly the whole of the vast sums collected
through our protective tariff at the various ports of the country
and g:iﬂd into the Treasury of the United States.

It been said in the debate that the American Line would
receive the whole of this subsidy. I have looked into the matter,
and I find that the American Line has only four ships which by
any possibility conld under this bill receive a penny of this sub-
sidy. Those four ships are now under contract which will not
expire for three years, so that during that period they will receive
no benefits from this bill. If the American Line does receive
benefits from this bill, it must enter into competition with all the
capitalists of the country who desire to go into the shipbuilding
business and who believe that under this subsidy ships sailing un-
der the American flag will be a profitable investment.

‘We read in the reports of the consuls in Asia and in Africa that
th%have not seen an American flag among the crowded shippi
of the places to which they are accredited during their tarmsmd% ‘
service. Our late American minister to Siam says thatin goingup
and down for four years the whole coast of the Orient he never
once saw an American flag on a merchant vessel among all the
vast fleet which carries the interchanges of that coast. the ex-
pectations of this bill are realized, then for this comparatively
small expenditure of §7,100,000 a year this reproach will be re-
moved from American enterprise and American progress.

Then, again, the American flag, floating over American steam
and sailing vessels, will be seen in every port of the world. Then,
with the American flag and American skipper, will come the
American commercial agent and the American financial ex-
changes, and we can have the methods for that competition in
which we believe we should be more successful than any other
nation, but which is as yet only a dream and a hope.

The financial expert who rises from the appropriations of a bil-
lion dollars a year to be frightened by the expenditures possible
under this bill in the coming years must remember that the bill
is always subject to re and modification and that if abuses
occur it will be the fault of American Presidents, American Sec-
retaries of the Treasury, and of commerce, the American Con-
gress, the American people, and the American press.

I am in favor of protection on land and on sea; I am in favor
of the improvement of our rivers and harbors; I am in favor of
an irrigation system which will make fruitful the waste of
our land; I am in favor of the isthmian canal, built and owned
by the United States Goverment, and so, to be entirely consistent,
I must be in favor of and the country should be in favor of any
measure or any system which will give to us once more the com-
mand of the ocean; which will make more valuable the lands re-
deemed by irrigation and the rivers and harbors improved by
legislation; which will make useful to us, as well as to the rest of
the world, that great canal which is to connect our eastern with
our western coast; which is to give us, if we have a merchant
marine, the Pacific as almost an American lake, a leading place
in the commerce of the Orient, and the gaining of what we ought
to have, and are entitled to, the trade of our sister republics of
South America. [Applause in the galleries.]

The PRESIDENT protempore. No demonstrations of applause
or disapprobation are permitted under the rules of the Senate. A
repetition will lead to a direction to the Sergeant-at-Arms to clear
the galleries,

years there
other ship-

DESTRUCTION OF USELESS PAPERS.

Mr. COCEKRELL. I ask unanimousconsent at this time to pre-
sent the re of the Joint Select Committee on the Destruction
of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments. The committee
have discharged their duty, and submit a report, and I ask that
it may be read. It is very short.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri,
from the Joint Select Committee on the Destruction of Useless
Papers, submits a rt which will be read to the Senate.

The Secretary read as follows:

The Joint Select Committee of the Senate and House of Representatives,
appointed on the part of the SBenate and on the part of the House of Repre-
sentatives, to which were referred the reports of the heads of departments,
bureaus, ete., in respect to the accumulation therein of old and useless files
of papers, which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the current
‘business therein, respectively, and have no permanent value or historical in-
terest, with mm&nnymg statements of the condition and character of such
papers, respectfully ﬂa]fart to the Senate and House of Re];reaentaﬁm
pursuant to an act entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the dispo-
ﬂt{m of m;elﬁss papers in the Executive Departments,” approved February

, 1898, as follows:

Your joint committee have met and carefully and fully examined the said
reports g0 referred to your committee and the statements of the condition
and character of such ﬂiasunﬂ papers therein ibed, and we find and re-
port that the files and papers described in the report of the Becretary of the
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Document No. 97, Fifty-seventh 8, first session,

Treasury in Senate
dnwggmum&lmt:gd in H, R. Document No. 597,

therein; and in the report of
in H. B. Document No. 243, Congress,
cember 26, 1200; and in the H. Document No. 825, Fifty-sixth
second g the report of the Postmaster-Gens dated Jan
12, 1901; nnd in the report of the Becmtary of the Interior in H. R. Documen
Lo -sixth Congress, second dated December 81, 1000 (with
nofﬂ}wplesotvoiumel 3100 es of volume 9, and 87 o8 of
of the life and works of John A ms, which we recommen to be
rred and delivered to the Su tendent of Documents, Hon. L. C.
Fmell).xndin Senate Document No. 88, Fifty-seventh ess, first ses-
beh]g e letter of the presidentof the Umited Bmws -Service Gom-
ted December 2, 1901, are not'-1 needed in th d A of thg
bureaus, an Ve N0 permanen
pa or otherwise

current business of such departments an
value or historical interest, and should be sold as waste
oéntlzlpon the best obtainable terms as provided by
submitted to the SBenate and House o]‘l: Repreaentamm
BOIES P
Members on the part of the Senate.

E.8.MINOR,
O.F.CUSHMAN
Members on the part of the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the
Senator from Missouri desire to have made of the

Mr. COCKRELL. That ends the matter. It authorizes the
departments to dmgme of the papers. Let the report be ‘

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed and laid on
the table. Should it not be agreed to by the Senate?

Mr. COCKRELL. No.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no need of that?

Mr. COCKRELL. It is just simply a statement for informa-
tion, so that it may be known. The object is to prevent the
destruction of papers that might be valuable without the consent
of Congress.

LITTLE KANAWHA RIVER NAVIGATION COMPANY.

Mr. CULLOM. If there isno disposition to proceed further
with the discussion of the shipping bill at this txme, I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Illinois yield for a moment,
till I can obtain unanimous consent to call up a very short bill?

Mr. CULLOM, I yield.

Mr. SCOTT. It is one that was passed over on account of the
absence of my colleague from the Chamber. I ask unanimous
consent for the t:gzesent consideration of the bill (S. 297) for an
examination of the property of the Little Kanawha River Navi-
gation Company.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir-
ginia asks nnanimous consent for the present consideration of a
bill, which will be read to the Senate in full for its information.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and
dlr@ctedtoap&g;tatmnrﬂofthmenglm whose ﬁ:ﬁyu ghall be to ex-
amine, in all to commerce, the property mﬂpu:rtmneeﬁ of
the Little Kanawha River Navigation Company, a corpora of West Vir-
ﬁma‘ with a view to their acquirement by the United States; to consider

ir value,and all other matters connected with their usefulness to naviga-
tion. The said board shall report to the SBecretary of War, whoshali la itsre—
port before Oougmns at its next with the views of
and of the Chief of Engineers of the U States Army thereon. And the
sum of §1,000, or =0 much thereof as may be necessary, is hembw
ated, out of an mu:ueya in t.he Treasury not otherwise appropria
the expenses D¥ tion.

The PRES]I)ENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. ALLISON. I donotintend toobjectto the consideration of
the bill. Has it been considered by the Committee on Commerce?

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir.

Mr. ALLISON. If it has been reported from that committee
I shall not object.

Mr. SCOTT. It has been reported by my colleague. While
my colleagne has been temporarily absent from the Chamber it
has come up and been passed over.

. ALLISON. Our experience in buying water powers and
canals has not been very successful, but if the Committee on Com-
merce think this is a wise measure I shall not object to it.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOSEPH B. SARGENT.

Mr. PratT of Connecticut rose.

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw my motion until the Senator from
Connecticnt [Mr. PLATT] makes known what he desires.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am obliged to be away from the
Senate Chamber a good deal on business in connection with the
Committee on Indian Affairs. I should like to have taken up at
this time by unanimous consent the bill (8. 2393) for the relief of
James B. Sargent. We practically reached it on the Calendar.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Finance with an amendment, in line 4, to

second session, d&‘bed De-

voluma

strike outf the name *“ James’’ and insert * Joseph;” and in line 7
to strike out the name * James’’ and insert “‘ Joseph;” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author-
end directed to to pay to Joseph B. ;} out nt any money in the
1? not otherwise appropriated, the sum

value of %mperty helonglng to the said Jose; B

seized, and for money i and nnlawful
leged ‘duties and pemlmﬁlf ited States afdz::als at-theport.ot ElPuo.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of
Joseph B. Sargent.”’

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHERMAN, TEX,

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President— .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the senior Senator from Texas.

Mr. CULBERSON I ask unanimons consent for the

consideration of the bill (S. 3834) to provide for the purc of
a site and the erection of a public bm.{dmg thereon at Sherman,
in the State of Texas.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Bmldmgs and Grounds with an
amendment, on page1, line 12, before the word ** thousand,” to
strike out * two hundred '’ and insert  one hundred and fifty;”’
80 as to read:

Thntthaﬁamm oftheTmmybe,anﬂheishmby nuthorimdmd
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise,
contract for the erectmn a.nd completion thereon of a m:ita.bla bulld.lngi tn-

cluding fireproof vaults, henﬁn.g and ventila apparatus, and app
for ﬂxncfuae and accommodation of the United States court-house,
and other Governmen city of Sharmanand Btate of

toffices, in the
te dhnndin.i Indi id vaul & ventilat
i il Wi el S 10 et Mk s o SRR “”‘

The amendment was agreed to

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

HAWAITAN SILVER CURRENCY.

Mr. FORAKER rose.

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion for an executive ses-
sion immediately, as one of the purposes for which I desired it is
not capable of accomplishment fo-day.

Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 2210) relating to Hawaiian silver coinage
and silver certificates.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which
will be read for the information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enitcted, ete., That the silver coins that were coined under the laws
of Hawaii, when hen the same are not mutilated or abraded below thesmnd.urd

of shall be received at the par of their fa.ca value in {aym
all dues to the guve.mment of the tory of Hawai
States, and the same shall not hepntintodmulntaon buttheyaha.llhe
recoined in the mints as United States coins.

SEc. 2. That when such eoins have been received by either Government
in sums not less than $00 they shall be deposited as in the mint ot

Ban Franeciseo, Cal., ghall be recoined as subsadmrﬁoomt;ge of the Unital
States. And the su rmbandentof the said mint shall pay for such

their face value, to omaer ar 1t cu‘. the government
the same, the sum so cmns of the Uni Bta.tas.
The expenses of tting sa.idooinntoanﬂ m the Hawaiian Islands

s]n.ll be borne equally by the United States and the vernment of Hawaii,
Sec. 8. That any collector of customs or of interna revenue of the United
Emtaamthaﬂ'awahmmamduhan,i{hexssodh'ee by the Secretary of
the Treasury, exchange standard silver coins of the United Bmtas that arein
his custody as such collecterwith the govmm&nt of Hawaii, or with any
dﬂsﬁmiz.:omn such exchange, for coins of the government of Ha-
their e value when the same are not abraded below the lawful
stan d of tum. and the Treasurer of the United States, under the
direction of g& aTrewury is antherized to deposit such sil-
verooinsoftha wd tes as shall be necessary with the collector of cus-
toms or of interml revenue at Honolulu or at any Government .depository
for the g:rpoae of making such exchange under such regulations as he may
preseri
8kc. 4. That any silver coins struck by the government of Hawaii that are
mutilated or abraded below such standard may be presented for recoinage
at any mint in the United States by the person owning the same, or his or
her agents, in sums of not less than $50, and such owner shall be paid for
such coins by the supertntendefnt of the mint the bullion value froy ounce
of the fine silver they contain in standard silver coin of the United States,
and such bullion be coined into su'bsidmr{] coinage of the United States.
SEC. 6. That silver coins heretofore struck by the government of Hawaii
shall continue to be legal tender for debts in the temtorﬁ:f Hawalii, in ac-
cordance with the laws of téh;e republic of Hawaii, until the 1st day of Janu-

nr% 1901, and not afterwar
EC. 6. That no seigniorage, or mint dues, or charges shall be made or re-
tained for the recoi of the silver coins of the goverament of Hawail at

any mint of the United States under the provisions of this act.
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B8Ec. 7. That any silver certificates heretofore issued by the government
of the Hawaiian nds, intended to be circulated as money, shall be re-
deemed by the Territorial government of Hawaii on or before the 1st day of
January, 1004, and after migﬂdnte it shall be unlawful to circulate the same
BS money.

SEc. 8. That nothing in this act contained shall bind the United States to

redeem any silver certificates issued by the government of Hawalii, or any

gilver coin issued by such government, except in the manner and upon the
conditions stated in this act for the recoinage of Hawaiian silver.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the Secretary read section 2

again.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will again be read.

The Secretary again read section 2.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the

hole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico with an
amendment, on page 3, line 21, section 7, to strike out the word
“four ’ and insert ** five;”’ so as to make the section read:

8ro. 7. That any silver certificates heretofore issued by the government
of the Hawaiian nds intended to be circulated as money shall be re-
deemed by the Territorial government of Hawaii on or before the 1st day of
January, 1905, and after said date it shall be unlawful to circulate the same
AS money.

Mr. FORAKER. That extends by one year the time during
which the silver certificates that may be in circulation can pass
as lawful money.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what is the

anyway of making it a crime to circulate those silver
certificates if people choose to do it? The people will not take
them. I do not see why that should be done? :

Mr. FORAKER. The only purpose of this provision is to
make more certain the redenr:i%ﬁon of these silver certificates by
the Hawaiian government. ere are very few of them in circu-
lation. Most of those issned have already been taken up. There
are some few still outstanding, and it is thought that when it is
no longer lawful to circulate them they will brought in and
redeemed and a better money will be substituted in their place.

I should perhaps say to the Senate that the aggregate of silver
coins in circulation is only about $900,000. It was coined by the

vernment of Hawaii as Hawaiian coins in dollars and half dol-

and quarters and dimes, and we simply provide by this bill
for substituting our coins in lieu of those coins, the provision
being, however, that those coins when taken up shall be recoined
as subsidiary coins; that is, shall not be coined into dollars to
take the place of the dollars taken up, but coined as half dollars
and quarters and dimes, the people needing the subsidiary coins
there and not needing the other.

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what are the denomina-
tions of the coins they have over in Hawaii?

Mr, FORAKER. The denominations are precisely,the same
as ours.

Mr. TELLER. Have they dollars and halves and ti-;irtera?

Mr. FORAKER. There are some dollars and some dollars
and some quarters and some dimes.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At what rate do these coins pass
in Hawaii? :

Mr. FORAKER. They pass there %)recisely the same as ours.
Tt is & mere substitution of our coins for their coins, the only dif-
ference being that their coins when taken up will be altogether
recoined as subsidiary coins.

Mr. TELLER. How will they be paid for?

Mr. FORAKER. We pay for them by our own money as they
are taken up. The first provision is that each Government to
which payment shall be made of these coins shall have authority
to turn them in to the mint as they are received and collected.

Mr. TELLER. In line 2, page 2, section 2, the bill provides:

. And the superintendent of the said mint shall 'an for such coins, at their
face value, to the proper officer or agent of the Government ting the
game, the sum so lgepos:ted. in standard silver coins of the United States.

Does the Senator mean by that in standard dollars, or in silver

coins?

Mr. FORAKER. In standard silver coins of the United States.

Mr. TELLER. That might possibly be construed to mean dol-
larsinstead of standard silver coins. I think if the Senator would
say ‘‘silver coins’'—

Mr. FORAKER. I think the superintendent of the mint may,
under this provision, pay in any kind of coin he may see fit to pay
in. He may payin dollars if he sees fit; when it comes to recoin-
ing what he has received he shall recoin only in subsidiary coins.

%lr. TELLER. I suppose the purpose is to replace that money
with American coins.

Mr, FORAKER. Precisely.

Mr. TELLER. We ought to send over to those people some
dollars and some 50-cent pieces. I think the word }*standard *
ought to go out, and let it read:

So deposited, in silver coins of the United States.

Mr. COCKRELL., Doesnottheword ¢ stan
refer to the purity of the metal?

Mr. TELLER. If that is so, it is not necessary to put it in.
‘We have no coin that is not standard. It might be construed to
be ““ dollars,”

Mr, FORAKER. I think that is true; it is a superfluous word;
but I did not object to it in the bill. However, I did not myself
draft the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. The word * standard *’ is applied to the sil-
ver in the silver coin.

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to make any suggestion. If the
Treasury Department drafted the bill, I suppose they are aware
that the people of the islands must have quarters andﬂalf dollars,
and they will supply them,

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes.

Mr. CULLOM. I should think the money ought to be paid
back in any denominations that the people want.

Mr. TELLER. That is perfectly proper.

Mr. CULLOM. The money over there is stamped as Hawaiian
money; and we do not want to have two or three coins circulating
as money of the United States. So the arrangement proposed is
to have it all recoined in United States money and paid back.

Mr. TELLER. Iam notcomplaining of that. That is a proper
thing to do, of course. They can not have any independent money
over there any more than the Territory of New Mexico can have
it. It is very proper that we should get it into the mint and give
it back to them in such coin as the community wants; that is all.

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt that that will be done.

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio
whether these silver dollars or fractional coins are coins that have
been created in Hawaii?

Mr. FORAKER, Yes.

Mr, ALLISON. And they have the same standard of fineness
that our coins have—nine-tenths fine?

Mr. FORAKER. Precisely the same.

Mr. ALLISON. How many of them are there?

Mr. FORAKER. About $900,000 in the aggregate.

Mr. ALLISON. All told?

Mr, FORAKER. All silver.

Mr. ALLISON. Does thatinclude subsidiary silver as well as
dollars?

Mr. FORAKER. It includes dollars, half dollars, quarters,
and dimes, and the aggregate is about $900,000.
thMr. CULLOM. It was supposed to be a million when we were

ere.

Mr, ALLISON. I quite agree that these coins ought to be
melted and United States coins substituted. It occurs to me that
under section 2 there is perhaps an amount, I do not know how
much, that onght to accrue as seigniorage to the Unifed States:

That when such coins have been received by either govemment in sums
mtlemthanmthaighaubedemwdas bullion in the mint at San Fran-
cisco, Cal., and shall be recoined as subsidiary coinage of the United States.
And the superintendent of the said mintshall pay forsuch coins, at their face
value, to the proper officer or agent of the government tlggositing the same,
the sum so deposited, in standard silver coins of the United States.

There are no standard silver coins that I know of under our law
except silver dollars.

Mr. TELLER. That is what I said.

Mr. ALLISON. We recognize two kinds of silver coin in our
country, one being what we call standard silver dollars and the
other being subsidiary coin.

Mr. TELLER. It is of lighter weight.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Thosesubsidiary coins are coined
according to a statute, and I should suppose it might be said that
they were coined according to another standard—that the silver
dollar is coined according to one standard and the subsidiary
coins are coined according to another standard.

Mr. ALLISON. The subsidiary coins are worth 10 per cent less
than our standard coins. Now, these idenrical coins are to ba
coined into subsidiary coinage. I do not know precisely why it
is that they should be coined into subsidiary coinage and then paid
for at the par value of these coins to the government of Hawaii.

Mr. FO . If the Senator will allow me to answer, they
are to be coined into subsidiary coins, as I understand it. because
in Hawaii they do not want any more silver dollars. They seem
to have a sufficient proportion for circulation in the aggregate.

Mr. ALLISON. they have our silver dollar?

Mr, FORAKER. A great many silver dollars have been taken
there and are now in circulation. :

Mr. N. How is it as respects our subsidiary silver?

Mr. FORAKER. They are short of subsidiary coin, and that
is the reason why as this coin is taken up they want to have it all
recoined into subsidiary coin. They have a need for more sub-
sidiary coins, and they do not have a need, as they think, for more
standard silver dollars at this particular time,

Mr, ALLISON, Isuggestto the Senator that under section 2

»? there simply
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it appears to me the government of Hawaii will receive the seign-
iorage. or profit, which arises from the coinage into subsidiary
silver. Now, I think that profit ought to inure to our mints. If
we give them back American silver dollars or American subsidi-
ary coin, which we are bound to redeem in gold, they ought to be
satisfied without making a profit of 10 per cent, it seems to me;
and if this section 2 is correctly interpreted I think that would be
the resulf.

Mr. CULLOM. They are a part of our people.

Mr. ALLISON. They are a part of our le, it is true; but
why should we give them the profit instead of giving it to the
Mint of the United States? That is the question which occurs to
me. So I should think we ought to repay them in silver dollars
and let them get our subsidiary coin as other people get it. Itis
always available to people who want subsidiary silver.

Mr. FORAKER. I am at a loss to clearly understand the Sen-
ator from Iowa., If I do understand him, the case is just the op-
posite of what he presents. We are to take up their standard
silver dollars, if I may use that term without being misunder-
stood. and we are to pay them in our subsidiary coins, which are
coined, as the Senator has stated, at 10 per cent less in value pro-
portionately than the standard silver dollars. So the seigniorage
would be due to the Hawailan government instead of to us, as I
understand it.

Mr. ALLISON. If it be true that we put into our mints these
silver dollars and pay them in subsidiary coin, then the Senator is
right. If that is the true interpretation of the section, of course
I was wrong about it.

Mr. FORAKER. That is the understanding I have of it.

Mr. AGLLISON . Now I call the attention of the Senator to
section 6.

Mr. FORAKER. Section 6 is put there simply to avoid any
%nesﬁon of the character suggested by the Senator from Iowa.

t is a prohibition against the retention of seigniorage or mint dues
or charges of any kind on behalf of either government. Inother
words, it is a transaction that is for the primary benefit of the
people in Hawaii, where this coin is to be used, and yet at the
same time for our benefit as well as theirs.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President,of course this is a matter of no
very great consequence, I know, but if the seigniorage was only
the cost of coinage that would seem to be all right. However, the
seigniorage in this particular case, taking section 2 and section 6
together, is, it seems to me, the seigniorage that we gain by coin-
ing fractional silver instead of standard silver dollars. I do not
think that section 6 ought to remain there. I should say not.

Mr. TELLER. Nor section 7 either.

Mr, ALLISON. As to section 7, I wish to ask a question, if the
Senator will allow me. A silver certificate was issued by the gov-
ernment of the Hawatian Islands. I wish to know if those si%\?er
certificates so issned are now in circulation?

Mr. FORAKER. They are in circulation, but only to a very
limited extent.

Mr. ALLISON. Is there not a silver dollar somewhere against
them?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; there is a silver dollar on deposit
in the treasury of the Hawaiian government with which to re-
deem the silver certificate that is outstanding. Under the law
authorizing the issuing of the silver certificates there was a pro-
vision made for their redemption by the Hawaiian government.
‘We do not interfere with that at all.

Mr. ALLISON. That is going on?

Mr. FORAKER. That is going on; and the silver certificates
are circulating in the meanwhile. The only provision we make
on that point is one calculated to hurry up the redemption of them
by saying that after the 1st day of Janmary, 1905, they shall no
longer circulate as money. .

Mr. ALLISON, I do not think there will be any trouble about
it. I would suggest that section 6 be stricken out. I think there
is no objection to section 7.

Mr. FORAKER. I had nothing to do with the preparation of
this bill, but the drafter of it, I understand, prepared it in its
present form after consultation with the Seeretary of the Treasury,

Mr. COCEKERELL. Why not strike out of section 6 the words
“ retained for the recoinage of the silver coins,” because we turn
back the equivalent of them? We make no charge for recoining
the standard silver dollar, because we give back the same quantity
of them that there was. )

Mr. ALLISON. If there are fractional silver coins there, I see
no reason why we should not, at our own expense, recoin those
fractional silver coins; but the question of seigniorage should not
enter into the matter at all, as it appears to me.

Mr. FORAEKER. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from
Towa that in the Porto Rican case we dealt with a similar gen-
erosity to that which is now suggested by the Senator from Iowa.

Mr, ALLISON. Iknow, but—

Mr, FORAKER. Wedid that without complaint. Everybody

thought it was a very proper thing to give them a safe margin.
The number of dollars that will be paid in to be recoined I do not
know. It can not be any very considerable amount. The seign-
iorage can not be any very large sum. All that was no doubt
consic}ﬁred by the Secretary of the Treasury and those who drafted
the bill.

Mr. ALLISON. The Porto Rican matter presented a very dif-
ferent sitnation. :

Mr. FORAKER. It was different in some respects.

Mr. ALLISON. We paid them, I understand, more than their
silver coins were worth in bullion,

Mr. FORAKER. Yes.

Mr. ALLISON. We did that because our Army officers had
fixed the value of those coins at 60 cents when they were worth
only 50 cents. But I do not know of anything which requires us
now to deal with Hawaii as we then dealt with Porto Rico.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from
Iowa and the Senator from Ohio this fact. The bulk of the coin
that we exchange and get from Hawaii is subsidiary coinage, as
I understand it.

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. i

Ty

Mr. NELSON. It is of the same fineness as our su
coins?

Mr. FORAKER. It is just the same.

Mr. NELSON. Inre t to that the question of seigniorage
can not arise. It can only arise so far as relates to the silver dol-

lars of Hawaii. If we take them and coin them into silver dollars
there is a little seigniorage; but in resgect to the subsidiary coin
that question can not arise. As I understand it, there is only a
limited amount of silver dollars. Most of the Hawaiian silver is
subsidiary silver; so there can be no question of seigniorage in
respect to that. The fineness of one coin is equivalent to the fine-
ness of the other.

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Minnesota for reen-
forcing my argument. Therefore I suggest that section 6 be
stricken out.

Mr, FORAKER. Is that made in the form of an amendment?

Mr. ALLISON. I will move it as a formal amendment.

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator makes it, I wish to sug-
gest that we might meet the objection he offers l;i providing here
ahat ‘‘no seigniorage or mint dues or charges shall be made or
retained for the coinage of any coins except the standard silver
dollar.” But that ?rovision would be against the United States
instead of in favor of the United States, because a provision of the
bill is that all that we take up is to be coined into subsidiary coins.
So we can not lose anything in any event. We are going to pay
in our depreciated coin (if I may use that expression without
being misunderstood) for the coin that we gather in from Hawaii.

Now, inasmuch as it is indefinite to what extent there will be
any seigniorage, I hope the Senator will not insist upon hisamend-
ment, but let it go as it is, because our Government is certainl
not losing anything, in so far as there isnot any seigniorage at all,
if the measure standsin its present shape. That is the way I
understand it.

Mr. ALLISON. We are not losing anything of course.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if this question is settled, I want
to make what I think is a correction in the bill. Section 2 con-
tains this provision:

The expenses of transmitting said coins to and from the Hawnaiian ITslands
ghall be borne equally by the United States and the government of Hawaii.

There is not any government of that character in existence that
I know of.

Mr. CULLOM, Tt is a Territory now.

Mr. TELLER. It went out of existence when it became a
Territory of the United States. In another place in the bill it is
properly treated as a Territorial government,

Mr. FORAKER. It ought to read “the Territorial govern-
ment of Hawaii.”

Mr. TELLER. That is what ought to be there. It is all right
in the first section, where the bill speaks of dues to the govern-
ment of the Territory. I think in another place perhaps the cor-
rection ought to be made. In section 5 it is all right. Itis* Ter-
ritory of Hawaii” there, .

Mr. FO . In section 6 it should read ‘‘the Territorial
government of Hawaii,”

Mr. TELLER. Yes. In the next section it refers to what the
original Territory did, and that is all right enongh. In section 8
it says, “ Certificates issued by the government of Hawaii,” and
}:jhgt 1;3 right. It was the former government that issned the cer-

cates.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado
pro two amendments,

. TELLER. I want simply to correct the text by saying
*“ the Territorial government of Hawaii *’ instead of ‘* the govern-
ment of Hawaii.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment accepted?
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Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I understand that on motion of the Sen-
ator from Colorado the word ** Territorial '’ will be inserted before
the word *‘ government’’ in line 8 on page 2, and also before the
word ‘‘ government ** in section 6.

Mr. TELLER, Let itread * Territorial government '’ inline 8
on page 2 and in section 6, line 15 on page 3. Those corrections I
want to have made. In a part of the bill it is all right and ina

it was not. _

Mr. FORAKER. I accept those amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be
agreed to, without objection.

Mr, ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Semator from Ohio
that I know no reason why we should take in these coins and ap-
propriate money for recoining them when the cost of recoining
can be paid out of what we usually call seigniorage. If the Sena-
tor thinks, and if it is the best judgment of the Senate, that we
are under some obligation to recoin all these coins at the expense
of the United States, I shall not oppose it any further.

Mr. HOAR. I do not know much about these matetrs, but I
should like to inquire what is our obligation. This is, of course,
in the nature of a debt of Hawaii to keep good the coins there.
Now, what is our obligation for the debt? Does it not come
under our obligation to the Hawaiian debt?

Mr. FORAKER. Answering the Senator from Massachusetts,
I will state that this is not in the nature of a debt obligation. It
is simply a bill providing for the retirement of the Hawaiian sil-
ver coins now in circulation in Hawaii, coins that were coined by
the Hawaiian government.

Mr. HOAR. I understand it.

Mr, FORAKER. They are marked Hawaiian coins, and the
provision is that those coins shall be received at their face value
in payment of dues to both the Hawaiian government and to our
Government, and that in sums of not less than $500 they may be
turned over to the superintendent of the mint at San Francisco
for coinage——

Mr. HOAR. I understand that.

Mr. FORAKER. And that they shall be recoined into sub-
sidiary coin.

Mr. HOAR. But I understand the Senator from Iowa inquired
why it was that in recoining the Hawaiian coins, as this bill pro-
vides, the burden of seigniorage on the recoinage should fall on
the United States, upon which my question was, saying that I did
not know much about it, and I do not, whether it was not re-
quired that we should assume it and not have the holder of the
coinage assume it, because we had undertaken on examination to
be responsible for the indebtedness of Hawaii, and that, though
not a bonded debt, it still is a Government obligation. That was
the question I put.

Mr. ALLISON. AsIunderstand it, the question is simply this.
Here are gilver coing in Hawaii, standard silver and subsidiary
gilver. Iam repeating, I know, what I said. It is the purpose
of this bill to substitute for those coins coins of the United States.
In that substitution the bill provides that these Hawaiian coins
shall be coined into subsidiary silver. If they are so coined, they
will get 10 per cent more dollars than they have now.

Mr. HOAR. Why?

Mr. ALLISON. Because the subsidiary silver is worth 10 per
cent less—that is, 10 per cent less silver is in them than in the
standard coin. IzIow, then, if we give them more dollars than we
take of them, which we are bound to do if we coin this bullion
into subsidiary silver, we are not paying for this coin, but at the
expense of the United States Government we give them 10 per
cent more dollars than they give us.

Mr. HOAR. Su;g)ose these were subsidiary coins of the United
States and they had become worn or degenerate for any reason
whatever, we should in some way give to a man who brought
them to the mint other subsidiary coins at their face value, with-
ount any regard to what was the value of the metal in them, as an
obligation of the Government. You would not let a man with a
worn-out quarter of a dollar or a worn-out nickel that got so bad
it could mot pass any longer lose that subsidiary coin. You
would give him a new one or something equivalent in value to
its face value.

Now, is not that just what this bill is doing for the Hawaiian
coinage, and nothing else? If we do it as an obligation of the Gov-
ernment to the citizens of the United States, ought we not to do
exactly the same thing as an obligation of the Government, hav-
ing assumed the government of Hawaii and its indebtedness of

kinds? Is it doing anything more for them than we do for our
own citizens with our own coin? That is the question.

Mr. CULLOM. They are now our citizens,

Mr. HOAR. They are now our citizens.

Mr, ALLISON. If these coins are a debt and we are bound to
pay them in gold, then I agree with the Senator. If they are not,
then the question I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts,
is whether we are bound to take a silver dollar from a citi-

zen and coin it into four quarters and give him a 10-cent piece
besides for his dollar, or whether it is not enough for us to give
the man four quarters for his dollar, coining it at our own expense,
leaving that 10-cent piece, if there be one, in the Treasury itself,
That is all there is about it.

Mr. HOAR. I agree thatif you give him the actual current

value of that he brings to you you have done all you ought to do.
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa says
that is all there is about it. Truly he has got it wrong end fore-

most. There is not anything about it that he has stated. We do
not take the silver dollar and coin it into subsidiary coin and give
a man 10 per cent for the operation in addition to the full vﬁ;lle,
but we charge him, and take from him 10 cents. It is just the
opposite.

Mr, TELLER. We give him two half dollars,

Mr. FORAKER. We give him two half dollars or four guar-
ters, worth only 90 cents, as com with the standard silver
dollar. We take the standard silver dollar that is worth 100
cents, and we give him back four quarters or two half dollars,
whichever we may see fit, in full payment. In other words, we
make 10 cents by the transaction. Now, if anybody has a right
to com‘glfin it is the Hawaiians.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, that is a very beautiful story,
half told. When weissue United States quarter dollars we
by our law to redeem those quarters in gold. When we give him
four quarters we give him exactly what he had, except that we
do what we do not do in the case of our standard dollar when he
brings those four quarters to our Treasury. We give him a gold
dollar forit. Therefore, in theory, according to the Senator from
Ohio, we have substituted a better currency for this standard dol-
lar. So we are now, at our own expense, coining these four quar-
ters and giving him 10 cents for the difference. He ought to be
satisfied if we will give him the same kind of money that we take
from him and pay the cost of doing it. That is my criticism. 1t
is a matter of no moment to me, except that when Senators say I
do not understand it I simply make the suggestion.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr, President, the Senator will not find in
the RECORD any statement from me to the effect that he does not
understand it. If there is anybody who nunderstands what he is
talking about in the Senate it is the Senator from Iowar He
always knows what he is talking about, except when he gets on
the wrong side. [Laughter.] That does happen once in a while.
I appreciate fully the point he has made here, but the trouble
about it is that it has no application to this case. 'We have not
been discussing anything about the effect of substituting silver
coin to be redeemed in gold for silver coins that are not redeema-
ble. That is a new proposition altogether.

These coins are circulating in Hawaii on a par with our silver
coins. There is no distinetion whatever between Hawaiian coins
and United States coins as they are in circulation in Hawaii to-
day. Their payment is guaranteed and they circulate at their
full value, just as though they also were specifically made redeem-
able in gold, as the Senator suggests ours are.

Mr., CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will give a
statement from the report of the Hawaiian Commission as to
what this money consists of:

THE HAWAITAN CURRENCY.

The gold coins of the United States are the only unlimited legal tender,
(Civil laws, sec. 605.)

Hawaiian silver coins are legal tender for amounts not exceeding §10.
United States dimes and half dimes are also legal tender in limited amounts,
(Civil laws, secs. 666 and 667.)

COINAGE.

During the )if:m 1884, 1885, and 1886 the following Hawailan coins were‘];mt
in circulation, having theretofore been coined at the United States mint in
San Francisco (Biennial Report Minister of Finance, 1890, p. 7):

Dollars ... i ... -~ 500, 000
Halves . __.....coee- == 550,000
uartars - 125,000
L R R e e e VR S S M e e S G S e e e e R 25,000

This is the only Hawaiian coinage ever executed.

That is the character of silver money those people had when
the commission was there. - ;

Mr, TELLER. That was coined in San Francisco?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes.

PAPER CURRENCY. \

By session laws 1895, act 19 (civil laws, secs. 672-075), the minister of finance
was authorized to issue gold and silver certificates of deposit upon setting
aside sufficient of the ive coins for the payment of such certificates.

respecti
The act also provided for the retirement of all outstanding certificates of

deposit.

%’):f:ler this authority certificates of deposit have been issued to the amount
of §272,500, for the redemption of which silver coin is now held in the Treasary. |
These in the following denominations:

certificates have been issued

20 dollars_...
50 dollars__..
100 dollars

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from
Tllinois for giving us the information which he has just imparted.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still in the Senate,
as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. What has become of my amendment to strike
out section 6?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not aware that
the Senator had offered an amendment.

Mr, ALLISON. Then I will offer it now.

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to add another remark, if the
President of the Senate and the Senator from Iowa will allow me.

Since the accurate information which has been given us by the
Senator from Illinois we know that there were coined originally
500,000 of these standard silver dollars. No one knows how many
of them are still in circulation, and no one knows how many of
them will be brought in for redemption. It was estimated that
there were 1,000,000 silver dollars in the aggregate originally
coined in subsidiary coin. There is not now probably more than
$900,000 in circulation, but assuming that the whole 500,000 silver
dollars will be bronght in to be recoined, we would make by the
transaction, if the bill stands as it is now worded, $50,000, or 10
per cent, on all standard silver dollars that will be recoined—that
18, the bill provides that for thesesilver dollars we shall substitute
subsidiary coins, which are said to be 10 per cent less in value,

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator
from Ohio is a little off in that statement. If we get, say, $500 in
silver dollars and coin it into half dollars, we would have 10 per
cent more. I think section 6 means that Hawaii shall get the en-
tire amount of coinage; otherwise, what was the use of putting
in the bill this langnage:

EC. 6. That no se r min or charges shall be made or re-
miicd_ fothhetngo i womboﬂvw%gimf 1t':lm gogi?:r{lment of Hawaii at
any mint of the United States under the provisions of this act.

It seems tome that with section 6 in the bill the Hawaiians do
get the seigniorage. S

Mr: FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrnpt
him, I am very much obliged to him for suggesting that construe-
tion of the language. I think he is correct about it, and that is,
perhaps, exactly what the drafter of this bill intended, that in
issuing subsidiary silver coinage as standard silver coins there
should be no mint charges, but there should be issued the equiv-
alent of such coin. Taking the other view of it, the one sug-
gested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], if the view sug-

ted by the Senafor from Iowa be the true one, we are not
losing but making by the transaction. If the view suggested by
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] be the true one, neither
party is making anything, but there is an exactly fair exchange of
this coin. Ithink we can very well afford either interpretation
of the law, and I hope the bill will be allowed to stand.

Mr. TELLER. ose people are now just as much citizens of
the United States as are the people of the District of Columbia or
those of any section of the country, and I think we are under the
same obligation to them, If coins of the United States in use
there have become worn, so that they are not current, or if the
money is not of good character, we should recoin it. 'We do not
in this country make the who holds a dollar when it isworn
out bear the loss, but we have a system of taking that money and
recoining it, and the Government and not the citizen loses the

wastage. \

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, unless they get below the standard.

Mr. TELLER. Yes; we recoin them unless they get below the
standard prescribed by the statute. These coins are not such as
we want in circulation, and we take them np. I do not see why
we should not extend the same advantages to those people as we
extend to all other geople in this country.

Mr. CULLOM. I certainly do hope that the people of Hawaii
will not be discriminated against in this matter. They should
be treated the same as all the rest of our people.

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want to attention to these two
sections taken together, and they are ingeniously drawn, to say
the least. The first section provides:

That the silver coins that were coined under the laws of Hawaii, when the

same are not mutilated or abraded below the standard of circulati

on,
be received at the par of their face value in tﬁuyanant of all dues to the gov-
ernment of the Territory of Hawaii and of the United States, and the same
shall not again be put into circulation, but they shall be recoined in the

mints as United States coins.

Those coins are now receivable by the government of Hawaii
and by the Government of the United States. Then section 2
provides:

That when such coins have been received by either government—

That is, by the government of Hawaii or the Government of the
United States—
in sumsnot less than §500 they shall be deposited as bullion in the mint at San
Francisco, Cal.,, and shall be recoined as subsidiary coinage of the United
Btates. And the su&arinbendant of the said mint shall pay for sncg coins, at

their face value, to the proper officer or agent of the Government ting
the same, the sum so di ted, in standard silver coins of the United States.

The point I raise in relation to section 2 is this: These coins

when deposited as bullion in the mint are required to be recoined

into subsidiary coinage. Then should not that bullion be eoined

into so mang sudsidiary coins at our standard of subsidiary coin-
as wounld make an equivalent in fractional currency?

Mr, TELLER, I thle;ﬁx S0,

Mr. ALLISON. In other words, if $500, as is Brr:gosed here,
of standard coins are deposited in the mint of San cisco, thi
are to be recoined as subsidiary coinage of the United States.
it to be $500 in subsidiary coin, or is it to be received as bullion?
That would make more than $500 in fractional silver.

Mr. TELLER, I willtell the Senator what I think that means.

Mr. ALLISON, Very well.

Mr, TELLER. A silver dollar contains 4124 grains of silver,
900 fine, and I suppose if it is melted up it will be, of course, in
the same relative proportion. When you take two half dollars
out you havhz SBtieg'gmna Thzaﬁﬁg;mnﬁ between that and 4123

ins is what Senator is calling *‘the seigniorage.”
gri[r. ALLISON. Yes. Sl

Mr. TELLER. Baut it is the property of the Hawaiian people
and, it seems to me, it ought to be put into coin for those people
and not put into the Treasury of the United States. We lose
nothing except the bare cost of recoining it, which is 75 per cent
on a hundred.

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that perfectly well. I think, as
I stated in the beginning, that this matter is not worth a great
deal of controversy. My only point is that we are '}Jroposing to
make a recoinage here of all the coins in Hawaii, and we are pro-
posing to give the Hawaiians 10 per cent upon those coins. While
1t is a small matter to us, we are proposing to give them that per-
centage in coin. We lose nothing by it in one sense, of course,
but we coin it for nothing, whilst in any other case of subsidiary
coinage we coin the silver, taking ourselves the seigniorage. If
Senators desire to make a present to those people, I shall not ob-
ject to it. The sentiment seems to be that we ought to give
Hawaii £90,000 as a present in addition to recoining these coins
at our own expense. If that is the sentiment of the Senate, I
shall offer no amendment to the bill,

Mr, TELLER. Nothing of the kind is proposed to be done.
We do not give to the people of Hawaii $90,000 or any other sum,
but we coin their silver, figuring itat 192 grains to a half dollar, and
I suppose when we coin two half dollars it cost a little more than
it would cost to coin one silver dollar.

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to interrupt the Senator.
mghe EleFSID‘ ENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-

o yield?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. ALLISON. There are 412} grains of silver in the standard
gilver dollar.

Mr. TELLER. If not worn too much.

Mr, ALLISON. There are 384 grains of silver in two half dol-
lars. Therefore there are 284 grains of silver somewhere which
belong to somebody. Who shall have it? We are giving back
to the people of Hawaii substantially the same dollar in t?;ialves
that we took from them. Ia to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, Hoar],and I'will ask him this question: If we take
from the Hawaiians a dollar and coin it into two half dollars, do
we not give back to them as much in the way of currency and
coin as we took from them?

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President— .

Mr. ALLISON. I should like fo have the Senator's view upon
that particular question.

Mr. HOAR. I am going to tell you that, but I am going tostate
it in my own way, because there may be something in the par-
ticular phrase of the honorable Senator of which I do not see the
full application. I am rather diffident of expressing my opinion
in the €resence of the wise men who deal with these great ques-
tions, but as we all have got to vote nupon this matter, I should
like to understand it.

‘When this first section goes into effect there will be a lot of men
in Hawaii who have got half dollars or quarter dollars or dollars,
?r wtgatever they ?re, in their poﬁkets, whicgsare gvorth so much

or the purposes of currency, in buying goods and paying debts,
because they are legal tender,

Mr. ALLISON. They are receivable for all dues.

Mr. HOAR, Very well. Those people give those coins to the
Government of the United States, and they get something back
of exactly the same value for the same purpose. Now, absolute
justice has been done— .

Mr. ALLISON. To them.

Mr. HOAR. To that people. The Hawaiian government is ex-
pected to receive some of these coins, and we have some paid
directly to us. = The Hawaiian government then gets into its treas-.

ury a lot of half dollars or quarter dollars or whatever the coins

may be—
Mr. ALLISON. Or dollars.
Mr, HOAR. Or dollars, which they can pay out and expend

v
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for thg&aayment of men for working on the roads or anything
else,and for what they have got t.heg got the exact value, no more
and no less, and when this coin is deposited they are entitled to

. get the exact value from the United States Government, no more

and no less.

Mr, ALLISON. That is right.

Mr. HOAR. So we have done absolute justice to all con-
cerned, becaunse they have got just what they had before in
value, and we have paid them what is exactly the equivalent in
value to what they had before, and we have got it now.

Now, what becomes of it after that time? These two parties
having been dismissed with absolute justice—the government of
Hawaii and the Hawaiian people—it is the business of the United
States, and it ou%ht to be the business of the United States, if
there is any loss by that fransaction, as we now are the Goyvern-
ment for all urm of currency in Hawaii—and Hawaii has
gone out of tgne iness of government—if there is any loss in
such a performance we ought to bear if, just as we should with
our own citizens, and if there is any gain in such a performance
we ought to get it, becanse nobody on earth hasany right to com-
plain when we are only doing what is the absolute duty of the
Government. That is the way it strikes me.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is Frecisely right.

Mr, HOAR. Very well. Then I hope the Senator will vote in
the same way I i

Mr. ALLISON. I want now to show that the Senator is right,
so that other Senators will follow him and me in this vote.

I inquired of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] what
would become of this 284 grains of silver that had not been used
in recounng these dollars into half dollars. Will it go into the
Treasury of the United States, where it ought to go? But if I
construe aright section 6, it will not go into the Treasury of the
United States. Of course all that is paid into the Treasury will
go to the Government of the United States, but the portion of it
which is paid to the government of Hawaii will go into the Ha-
waiian treasury; otherwise the circumlocution that we find here
would not be found to be necessary in the framing of this bill.

Mr, MCLAURIN of Mississippi. Will the Senator from Iowa
allow me to ask him a guestion?

Mr, ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr. MCLAURIN of Mississippi. This bill proposes to pay a
dollar for four quarters or a dollar for two halves?

Mr, ALLISON. That is not what it proposes. Of course, if it
proposed that there would be no difficulty, but it proposes that
this coin turned over by the government of Hawaii shall be
coined into subsidiary coinage.

Mr. McCLAURIN of Mississippi. If we coin $500 of bullion into
quarters or halyes, it will make more than $500, will it not?

Mr. ALLISON. Five hundred and fifty dollars in round num-

bers.

Mr. McLAURIN of Mississippi. Then this bill proposes to pay
$550 for 85007

Mr. ALLISON. I think, taking the two sections together, the
bill is intended to accomplish just that purpose. I want the bill
framed so that it can not be so construed; but it'seems that Tam
all wrong about it. So I leave the question now to Senators who
want to give to the Hawaiians the seigniorage which will arise
from this process.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand
the Senator from Iowa to offer an amendment?

Mr, ALLISON. Ido. I offer an amendment to strike out sec-
tion 6.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLsoN] will be stated.

The SecRETARY. If 1s proposed to strike out section 6,in the
following words: >

BEC. 8. That no seignio , or mint dues, or charges shall be made or re-
tained for the recoinage of the silver coins of the government of Hawaii at
any mint of the United States under the provisions of this act.

The PRESIDENT tempore. Thequestion is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Iowa. [Putting the ques-
tion.] By the sound the “ ayes’” have if.

[ Li_r FORI?KE?. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. President.
(1 0! LA N1 0! "

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
insist on his demand for the yeas and nays?

Mr. FORAKER. I will withdraw the demand, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment is
agreed to.

Mr. HOAR. I can not myself see what earthly difference it
makes whether the section is in or out of the bill. I can not see
the slightest use of it.

Mr. FORAKER. There may not be, but I am still clearly of
the opinion that the Senate has voted under an absolute misap-
prehension. Of course I have not any right, perhaps, to say that,

in view of what has been said; but I do say it, for it is as clear a
misap;iqr%xﬁmion as ever was impressed on a legislative body.

Mr. ] SON., Will the Senator allow me to suggest a com-
promise?

dnge PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate seems to be out of
ordaer.

Mr. FORAKER. Itis out of order and can not proceed, I rec-
ognize, except by unanimous consent. .

Mr, NELSON. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to make
a suggestion? B

Mr, FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr, NELSON. Isuggest a compromise between the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. ForakER] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI-
SON] in section 6, on page 3, line 18, by striking out the words
‘*geigniorage or;’’ o as to read:

SEC. 6. That no mint dues or charges shall be made or retained for the re-
coinage of the silver coins of the government of Hawaii at any mint of the
United States under the provisions of this act.

I think that will accomplish the object and be fair.

Mr. FORAKER. The whole section has been stricken out.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend-
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to
the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in.

Mr, FORAKER. There was an amendment, on page 3, recom-
mended by the committee. Has that been acted upon?

'I‘{};:::1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment has been
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

DAM ACROSS RAINY RIVER.

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 8375) relating to the construction of a
dam across Rainy River.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with
amendments, in section 2, page 2, line 4, atflil:er the word *‘ and,” to
strike out ‘‘ for the purpose of improving the navigation of Rainy
Lake;” in line 9, agber the worcf“wi]l,” to strike out ‘“in the
judgment of the Secretary of War,”” and in line 12, after the word
**gtream,” to insert the following proviso:

And provided her, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed
o for o datngs Talioin Skt grvats JEopurty by reaacs ¢ 160 Taising
ity for an u; rivate y reason of the
25 Sor oy O Telions Kavn i ieomeiy

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the time for the construction of a dam across the
Rainy River by the koochichln%(}omg&ng, its successors and assigns, as pro-
vidat{ by chapter 288 of volume 30 of the Statutesat Largeand chsg}]er of
volume 31 of the Statutes at Large, is hereby extended to May 4, 1907,

SEcC. 2. That the Koochiching bompn.ny, its successors and assigns, is
hereby authorized to construct and maintain said dam, subject to the terms
of said chapter 238 of volume 80 of the Statutes at Large, upon the plans now
on file with the Secretary of War, or m:ly modification of said plans which
the Secretary of War may approve; and the Koochiching Company, its suc-
cessors and assi is hereby authorized to construct such at such
height as will raise the waters of Rainy Lake to high-water mark: Provided,
That said dam shall be furnished with such openings or gates or waste ways

will carry the waters of the river at flood stage without raising the water

her than it would rise in the natural condition of the stream: And pro-

as
hi
m‘gzd further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as re-

lieving the Koochichin Compmll'f', its successors or assigns, from liability
for M}'te dumageor 44 irgi];c upon p_dvata property by reason of the raising of
the waters e lake as afo >

SEC. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its

The amendments were to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were conc in.,
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA,

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (S. 1510) pr% for the erection of a pub-
lic building in the city of Charlo e, Va. ;

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates not fo ex-
ceed $100,000 to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceed-
ings, a site for a Eni]ﬁing to be erected thereon, and to cause to
be erected at Charlottesville, Va., a snitable building for the use
and accommodation of the United States courts, revenue office,

ffice, and other Government offices in that city, with fire-
proof vaults extending to each story; the building thereon to be
completed according to f_'EanB and specifications to be previously
made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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AIDS TO GENERAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera-
tion at this time of the bill (S. 8400) to amend section 1098 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with amendments, in line 9, after the word *‘ captains,” to insert
“ or lieutenants;’’ and in the same line, after the words ** of the,”
g;:ltrike out ““line” and insert ** Army;’’ so as to make the bill

- Be it enacted, etec., That section 1068 of the Revised Statutes of the United
Btates be, and is hereby, amended to read as follows:

** Each major-general shall have three aids, who may be selected by him
from captains or lientenants of the Armhgna.nd each brigadier-gen shall
?ﬁm two aids, who may be selected by from captains or leutenants of

e !!rmy."

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-

ment was concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
APPRAISERS AT PHILADELPHIA AND BOSTON.

Mr. HOAR. Iaskunanimousconsent tocallup the bill (S.4139)
to diminish the number of appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia
and Boston. #

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. If provides that hereafter
there shall be one appraiser of merchandise at each of the ports
named, instead of two, at a salary of $5,000 each per annum,
instead of $3,000 each.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ELIZABETH L. W, BAILEY.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider-
ation of the bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey,
administratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. COCKRELL. Let a part of the report in the case be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr.
GALLINGER on the 10th instant, which is as follows:

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill
(8. 2888) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. _Baﬂmadmjnjsmtﬂx of the estate
of Davis W, Mﬁ?‘ d, have examined same and 2

In 1883 Davis W. Bailey instituted a snit at law against the District of Co-
O B0 for a5 Dheeq bosaot of oonoratt o sy ond zm‘“ng‘h"mfm"mt
of $25,000 foran a of con or and resur
pavement, and for extra work done umlert’ midcont%act in Washi:mn. L O,

In 1885, upon the death of Contractor Baila%. his widow, as his
trix, was, by order of the court, made plaintiif in his place in said action, and
is now the benefic: named in the bill under consideration.

In 1892 the plaintiff and defendant mutually agreed to submit the pending
case to arbitration, and the parties in interest chose J. J. Johnson, a mem-
ber of the District ‘bar, as their arbitrator to hear and determine all matters
at issue in said case and to make a award thereon.

Thereupon the said arbitrator entered upon his duties, gave the parties to
the cause a full and fair hearing, and made a written award in which he
found that there was due from the District of Columbia to the ﬁaelntiﬂ, on
gleggi:ég] of the contract which formed the basis of the case, sum of

Following the filing of this award the District contested the same, and in

h, 1833, the plaintiff, relying in good faith upon the agreement that the
submission of the pending case 3’ the htlﬁants to Johnson was to be a final-
ity, and bel.ie?inf that the award operated as a discontinuance of the pend-
ing case, brought suit direct against the District in the supreme court of the
District to enforce the award. To this suit the defendant District pleaded
that there never had been any agreement to submit to final arbitration the
matters in dispute in the suit upon the contract, and that therefore there
e i o R0 ot wpcii s i) i 1o 1896, brough

n thi e the upon the aw, anuary, t to
tri&lHSl the supreme court of the Distﬂct%lumbi&%fore‘.hsﬁce Me-
Comas and a jury, and the jury found a verdict for the plaintiff for the said
sum of §10,519.20, with interest from the date of filing the award, to wit, the
15th day of J ulg, 1802,

From the judgment entered this verdict the defendant District ap-
pealed to the court of a&)‘pmls of the District of Columbia, and the court of
appeals aflirmed the ju ent. (BeeQA Cases, D. C., 380.)

om this judgment the defendant Districtappealed to the Supreme Court
of the United States, and the Supreme Court of the United Sta?ee reversed
the i:x)l_dgment upon the sole and technical ground that the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia, under the act of June 11,1878, which may be termed
the charter of the District, were without authority to agree to su{mita mat-
ter in cnutroverséoto the final award of an arbitrator.

(Sgohle“ 15{_11 1;.:[11%1 ; urt did not in any way pass upon the merits of the case,

] [ - A i

This statement of facts is based upon the judicial records in the cases and
'nFon the following letter from the chairman of the Board of Commissioners
ol tihe District of Columbia, Hon. B. F, Macfarland, under date of August 7,

In the matter of the claim of Elizabeth W. Bailey.

This i5 a claim for comfenmtlon for extra work and damages under a con-
tract between the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Bailey
French Paving Company dated July 80, 1879, to resur with asphaltum
pavement certain streets in the city of ﬁ'nshingéwn

Davis W. Bailey was the general agent of said com: and claimed to be
said company in fact. He instituted an actionatlaw me supreme court of
the District of Columbia against said District for damages, etc., growing out

of said contract. On June 19, 1883, died, but the action wrs revived in
the name of his widow, who was appointed administratrix.

On Jan 11, 1862, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia ap-
pointed J. J. Echnson referee in the case. i

The referee reported §10,518.20 due the claimant, and that report became
the subject of a eunit in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, in
which judgment for said amount was rendered. The action of that court
was sustained by the court of a; but the decision of the court of appe
was reversed by the Supreme Court of the United Statesu the technical
ground that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia had not the
Fower to bind the District by common-law submission of the pending suit

or breach of contract to a referee.
» There ia nothing in %&{)apars to lead the Commissioners to infer that the
supreme court of the rict and the court of appeals did not thorou%h;ly
consider the merits of the claim beforeaffirming the referee’saward. Neither
have the Commissioners at their command any facts bearing on the case that
were not accessible to those trib and it might be %aresum})tuousin them
to review their proceedings, especially in view of the lapse of time and the
absence of any new testimony in the matter. It therefore seems thatif Con-
gress should not deem the Jndgments of the supreme court of the District
and of the court of a conclusive as to this claim, it should be referred
to the United States Court of Claims.
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, -«
Commissioner,

'UE:n this statement of facts your committee find: o

That the suit upon the contract was actually submitted to final arbitration
by both the plaintiff Bailey and the defendant District,and that both parties
would have Eeen bound by the award but for the technical limitation of au-
thority found by the United States Supreme Court in the final decision to
eﬁéttri:ti.he Commissioners of the District of Columbia to submit any case to
ar on.

That no claim is anywhere made in this matter im ing the integrity
of the award or the competency or honesty of the arbitrator, Johnson, who
was a member of the bar of the District of Columbia and a commissioner of
the supreme court of the District, .

That all the testimony that the District of Columbia had or has was sub-
mitted to the arbitrator upon the heargfﬂ before him.

That the United States u&f\mﬁ Court did not upon the merits of the
controversy, but reversed ju ent upon gﬁe award upon the sole
ground that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia were without
aunthority under the act of June 11, 1878, to submit the matter in controversy
to the final award of an arbitrator. (See 171 U. 8., 161

That because the Commissioners of the District of Columbia erred in the
assumption of authority in the submission of the matter to an arbitrator is
1o g reason wll_:iy the plaintiff, who acted in good faith, and who duly es-
tablished the merits of her case before a competent arbitrator and before

court and j of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the
gﬁurt. ];Jyf 8 of the District of Columbia, should be deprived of her rights
ereby.

Your committee regard this case as one ially calling for and meriting
Congressional relief, and therefore report the bill back with a recommen-
dation that it do pass.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MILITARY BADGES.

Mr, WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the joint
resolution (8. R. 57) relating to military badges.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides
that the distinctive badges adopted by military societies of men
who served in the armies and navies of the United States during
the Chinese relief expedition of 1900 may be worn upon all occa-~
sions of ceremony by officers and men of the Army and Navy of
the Upi};&d States who are members of such organization in their
own right.

The jsoint resoluﬁow to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be e for a third reading, read the third

time, and passed.
EXECUTIVE SESSION,

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business,

_The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex-
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 25
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday,
March 13, 1902, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATION.
sExecutive nomination received by the Senate March 12, 1502,
MELTER AND REFINER. :

Charles M. Gorham, of California, to be melter and refiner of
the mint of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., in place of
Alexander Martin, deceased,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 12, 1902.
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF ARIZONA.

Richard E. Slean, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice

of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona.
POSTMASTERS,

F. A. Turner, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of Pot-

tawattamie and State of Iowa.

John Bird, to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in th
Butler and State of Iowa. urg, in the cournty of

o~




9688

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Maron 1;2,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1902.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N. Coupex, D. D.
Theed Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.
STATUTES AT LARGE FOR HOUSE LIBRARY,

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, which
the Clerk will report to the House.

-The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Superindent of Documents be, and he is hereby. anthor-
ized and directed to issue to the library of the House, for use in said library,
2 copies of volume No. 27 of the United States Statutes at Large,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

CLERK, UNITED STATES COURT, WILMINGTON, N, C.

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
E,h;ekpresent consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s

BE.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which
will be reported by the Clerk.

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 184), to establish and provide
for a clerk for the circuit and district courts of the Unitetf States
held at Wilmington, N. C., as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 8, chapter 282 of the United States Stat-
utes at Large, volume 17, be amended by adding thereto, at the end of said
section, the following:

“And the circuit and district judges for tho eastern district shall appoint
besides a clerk of said court held at Raleigh, an additional clerk, who shall
reside and keep his office at Wilmington and be clerk both of the district and
circuit court held at Wilmington, and who shall have the custody and con-
trol of the records of said courts, shall give the same bond req of circuit
and district courts of said district, and shall receive the same fees and com-
pensation for services performed by clerks of such courts now fixed by law.”

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on
the Judiciary, was read:

On page 2, in line 1, after the word “req ,"" insert the words “of the
clerk.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? '

There was no objection.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
thirgdt‘ime; and it was accordingly read the third time, and
passed.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

On motion of Mr. LOUD, the House resolved itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill (H, R.
11854), with Mr. LITTLEFIELD in the chair,

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of dis-
cussing the features of this bill. It will be remembered that on
Monday I arose to a question of privilege, and when my privileged
question was stated it was held by the Speaker not to be a ques-
tion of privilege. I desire, therefore, totake up what I intended
to state as a matter of privilege at this time, order that the
House may understand exactly what I wish to bring before it, it
will be necessary fo make some prelimi statements. It will
be rémembered by the members of the House that a bill Ywas
brought in here and favorably reported to create a permanent
Census Bureau., The bill was very short, had but few details, but
reenacted the law in existence, modifying it only by repealing
such parts as were inconsistent. There was considerable discus-
sion, and it was made manifest in that discussion that the desire
of this House was that the employees of the Census Bureau who
had been in service from the day they were appointed to that
time should be covered into the classified service and placed upon
the eligible list and made subject to transfer.

A motion to recommit the bill with instructions was made. A
gart of the instructions were that the employees of the Census

ffice should be placed in the civil service. In myremarks I will

ive the exact motion to recommit. The bill was brought into
is House as reported under instructions, with the following
section in it:

S8E0. 5. That all employees of the Twelfth Census Office at the date of the

(e}

e of this act above the grade of skilled laborer shall be, and they are
ereby, placed under the provisions of the civil-service act approved January

and all now appolatimonts i the Comons Ofce, essby mromied sho poader!
an e’ i TSUS
in accordance with the requirements of the m%mﬁmn mfm

The bill was passed with the clause exactly as contained in the
bill and reported by the committee. After it was passed it went
to the Senate, and was reported over there and passed exactly as
Inow read it. Section 5 was passed in the Senate retaining every
word that was in the bill passed by the House and added simply
this—or rather struck ont and added—as follows: Line 25, of page
3, the word ‘‘twelfth’’ was stricken out by the Senate, and in
line 1, page 4, the words “ above the grade of '’ were stricken out;
in line 2 the words ‘‘ skilled laborer ™ were stricken out. These
were all the words of the House section that were stricken out.
In the Senate were added after the words ‘‘of this act,” in line
1, page 4, the words *‘ except unskilled laborer, holding positions
which are classified in other departments of the Government,®
Then, at the end of line 4 and at the beginning of line 5, these
words were added, ‘‘ without further examination.”” Then, after
the word ‘‘ thereunder,”” in line 8, this provision was added by
the Senate, ‘‘ and persons who have served as soldiers in any war
in which the United States may have been engaged, and the
widows of soldiers, ghall have preference in the matter of certifi-
cation;’” and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ appointments,”’ the words
““to the clerical force’’ were inserted.

These were all the additions to section 5 as it passed the House;
not.a word in the amendment changed in any manner the object,
purpose, or aim of section 5. Not a word of the Senate amend-
ment had any effect whatever, except to make it more specific
and more definite, with the exception of that added of giving
soldiers the preference, which was not inconsistent with the chief
object and purpose of the section. The Senate made other
amendments. The bill, as amended by the Senate, came over to
the House, and the Senate amendments were nonconcurred in.
The bill went to conference. The conferees made a report. It
was brought to this House, members of the House will remem-
ber, on Friday, the day set b::ﬁ:rt under the rules for the consid-
eration of private pension bills.

Mr. BOUTELL. What day of the month was that?

Mr. SIMS. The day of the month was February 28, as I now
remember.

It was brought here when the Committee of the Whole was in
session. Thecommitteerose. We all know that on those days set
apart for the consideration of private pension bills thereis a t
hurry, there is a great rush, in order to get as many consiser_ea
and acted upon as possible, because they can not be considered and
acted upon on any other day. Therefore any other business which
would seriously interfere with the consideration of private pen-
sion bills would be objected to and not meet with favor from
members of the House; and therefore any action questioning this
conference report or going into details would have met with dis-
favor, and, as gentlemen also remember, few members are usually
present on pension days. The committee rose. The report was
sent to the desk by the chairman of the Select Committee on the
Census, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HorKiNs], who made
this statement:

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call uﬁ the conference report on House bill 10808,
Inakrthat the statement of the House conferees may be read in lieu of the
Tepo

What reason did the distingunished chairman give for asking
that the statement be read instead of the report?

A MemBer. What page are you reading from?

Mr. SIMS. Iam reading from page 2256 of the RECORD;

The statement covers the question fully,

That was the statement of the chairman.

‘ The statement covers the question fully.”” Did we have the
right to rely on that statement? Most assuredly we did. There-
fore no objection was made to the report not being read. The
statement was read.

Mr, LOUD. Isthe report printed in full as well as the state-
ment?

Mr. SIMS. Yes; and I am going to read it in order that the
House may see that the statement was not full as to section 5 in
the report; and I will read the section from the report, and ask
your close attention. Section 5 of the report of the conferees
reads thus—after speaking of the other amendment, it says:

- Strike out all of the amended section and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
oOWing—

The amended section was section 5, which I have read. The
report says strike it all out, and then this follows:

B8xc. 5. That all amphﬁeas of the Census Office at the date of the passage
of this act, except ed laborers, may be appointed by the Director of
the Census, with W of the haa.d of the rtment to which said
Census Office isatt and whenson; ted shall be, and they are hereby,
placed, without further tion, nnder the provisions of the civil-service
act approved January 16, 1883, and the amendments thereto and the rules
esta ed thereunder; and persons who have served as soldiers in any war
in which the United States may have been mm have been honor-
ably discharged from the of the Uni tates, and the widows of
such soldiers, shall have preference in the matter of employment; and all




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2689

new appointments to the permanent clerical
cmté]c?:hall be made inswordnnueﬁth the m&%&a‘?&%ﬁiﬁﬁ
act above refy to.

This is what was put in in place of section 5—an entire new
section, entirely opposite in meaning, and necessarily must be so
iS‘;an execution. Here is section 5 as passed by the House and

ate:

Skc. 5. That all the employees of the Twelfth Census Omeehat the date of
the ms.ge of this act, above the grade of skilled laborer, sha d
are hereby, placed without further examination, under the provisions of the
civil-service act ﬁpmved January 16, 1883, and the amendments thereto and
the rules established thereunder; and all new & tments to the clerical
foree in the Census Office hereby created shall be made in accordance with
the requirements of the civil-service act above referred to.

What further does the statement show in connection with sec-
tion 5?7 The statement as to section 5 is this:

Section 5 of the (groposed bill provides for the a tment of the £
employees of the Census Office by the Director o Census, with the néy
proval of the head of the Department to which said office is attached. The

conferees examined a number of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the
United States and found that the chief officer of a bureau attached to an
executive department is not the *head of a department™ within the mean-
ing of Article II, section 2, of the Constitution =o as to authorize to
vest in him the power of appointment. (United States v, U.8.,
H08.) It is proper, however, to provide that the chiefs of bureaus shall make
the a&pomunents with the agprovalof the head of the executive de ent.
(United States v. Hartwell 6 Wallace, 385.) It is believed that the section
submitted by the conferees will effect the wishes of the members of the

House.

How in the world could these conferees su that that sec-
tion could effect the wishes of the members of the House? After
a long discussion in both House and Senate they had voted to pass
the employees of the Census Office as a body under the civil-serv-
ice law. This section does not pass anybody under the civil-serv-
ice law except such as are appointed thereafter. What else do
the conferees say in their statement? They say:
st S et S s Somn Skt
the same as tﬁa gll;gepnsgf by the Hoz?';epo January 50, 1902,

I want to know how this House, from that statement, after it
being said that the bill was substantially the same as that
by the House on a specific date, could be enlightened by this state-
ment; how could it be anything else than grossly outraged and
deceived? That statement does not inform, but it is misleading
and deceives, and it was passed without the House knowing a word
?xﬁo;pt what the chairman said, and I will read it in full. Itisas

ollows:

Mr. HoPrINs. Mr. Speaker, the statement presented by the conferees on
the part of the House so fully coversall of the items of disagreement between
theﬁ'ubodiesthnt I take it it will be unnecessary for me to make any fur-
ther statement. The bill is practically the same as it passed the House.

This is the oral statement of the chairman, accompanied by
the written statement that the bill is practically the same, Sec-
tion & in the report is of no kin to section 5 in the bill.

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow an interruption?

Mr. SIMS. I will; yes, sir.

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman’s position is that the committee
deceived the House. That is what he is trying to show?

Mr. SIMS. The conference committee; not the Select Commit-
tee on the Census.

Mr. LOUD. If is the conference committee that we are talking
about., That is the gentleman’s complaint?

Mr. SIMS. That 1s my complaint,

Mr. LOUD. Now, the eman need not answer this unless
he chooses, but I would like his opinion as to whether he thinks
that deception was more honest in its results and better for the
interest of the civil service of the country than if we had done
what we were attempting to do. 'We were attempting to steal
something and did not accomplish it. [Laughter.]

Mr, SIMS. I am coming to that; I am glad the gentleman
asked the question. My contention is that the House was de-
ceived, and deceived by the action of the conference committee,
in violation of the rules of the House and of all parliamentary
rules. I contend that a conference committee has no right to
strike out the text that has been agreed upon by the two Houses
and substitute therefor a new text entire, and then state to this
House that it is substantially like the act that passed the House on
a speci ’ day, when it is not substantially the same, but entirely

erent,

Mr, Chairman, bills when they are introduced into this House
are printed. We have time toread and study them. Thereports
upon them from the committees are printed, and we have time to
read and study them. But here comes in a conference report of
the highest privilege, not printed, acted upon suddenly under the
idea that a result might follow, which I will refer to in & moment,
if the bill was passed speedily, brought in on a day on which
great impatience is manifested—to wit, on the day that private
pension bills are considered—if any other business is presented,
and through an absolutely misleading statement disposed of in
haste and without full consideration. I ask this House if the in-
tegrity of the House has not been assailed? If it has got so that
conferees can not be believed, if the House has got to investigate
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every conference report in every detail and can not take the word
of honorable gentlemen, to what have we come? The injury
which has been inflicted upon this House reaches far above the
few census clerks that might be affected by it. If such action
has been done willfully, it calls for the strongest censure upon an
member of this House so oﬁendintgﬁeif no stronger punishment
inflicted; but inasmuch as one of dlst:mgufied gentlemen af-
fected by the remark is not here I will not propose at this time
any punishment.

Mr. WARNOCK. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. »

Mr. WARNOCK. There has been so much confusion that I
have not been able to hear distinctly what the gentleman says is
the difference between the section as passed by the House and this
re%rt that was agreed u{:ﬁ: by the conferees.

. SIMS. I will be glad to state it more specifically. In sub-
stance, section 5 provided that those who should be in the Census
Office at the passage of the act should be entitled to the privilege
of the civil-service law without further examination, anéP thereby
become subject to transfer. It wasnot the object of section 5 to
demand that the Director of the Census should keep a number of
useless clerks. The object was to make those clerks subject to
transfer—to give them a place under the civil-service law, so that
they might be transf to any other department upon the de-
mand of the head of such department as though they had gone
through in the usual way.

Section 5 of the report of the conferees does not even deal with
this question; but it designates who may appoint and how em-
ployees may be appointed, and provides that when so appointed
they shall become subject to the civil-service law. While the re-
port says that the section was stricken out, the statement does
not show it. Af the request of the chairman of the conference
committee the report was not read, but the statement was.

Now to the point. I consider that the fact that certain census
clerks were to be affected by the law as passed by the adoption of
the conference report is a matter of utter insignificance as com-
pared to the gravity of the action of the conferees, or whoever of
them has done this thing. If to the integrity of the House.

Mr. Chairman, even if the bill as passed is better than the one
this House supposed it was acting on, the question is, How was it
passed? Have we any right to legislate in this way? I challen
the statement that the law as actually passed is better than the
law as this House intended to passit. Let us see. What does
the civil-service examination do? It shows that the person who
has stood the examination possesses certain qualifications. With
these qualifications he may be aRpoin’oed to a place in the public
service. When he has su passed that examination and
goes upon the eligible list, what he got? Simply a slim op-
portunity to be appointed—no certainty; it is a mere chance to be
appointed; and when he is appointed he is to be further trained
by actual service in order that he may be fitted for the duties to
be performed in the position to which he is appointed.

ow, we have 1,800 or 2,000 clerks who have passed an exam-
ination which, as shown by the discussion in the Senate and the
House, is, as a test of the qualifications of the appointee, supe-
rior to theregular civil-service examination. In addition to that,
these employeesof the Census Burean have had eighteen or twenty
months’ service—possibly two years. None of the permanent
employees have served less than eighteen or twenty months. They
have had this much actual experience in clerical work of a high,
technical order.

Now, my friends, looking to the good of the country, looking
to the good of the service, when the head of a Department wishes
to call for a clerk why should he not consider the service which
has béen performed and take a clerk who has had all the benefits
of a higher order of examination than the civil-service examina-
tion, as provided under the law, and in addition has had an expe-
rience of over one year of actual clerical work?

Therefore, I say, in answer to the tleman from California,
that in providing that these clerks should be placed under the
benefits of the civil service, so that they might be called for by
the heads of the different Departments. we acted in the interest
of the whole country—in the interest of the public service. We
were not moved alone by the claims of the clerks who without
such legislation were liable to discharge. I will not deny that
that consideration formed a part of the case as we acted upon it.

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. )

Mr. TALBERT. Ifitisa fact that a member of this House at
the head of a conference committee has brought in here a report
which has actually misled and deceived the House, and thereby
nullified a paragraph or some portion of the bill as we intended
to pass it—if that is the fact, and the gentleman in speaking about
it seems to think it is true—what redress have we? What course
would the gentleman suggest—what plan of redress? In case the
thing is true, what would he have us do in the premises?
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Mr, SIMS. Inasmuch as the chairman of the conference com-
mittee is not present this morning, I do not wish to state what I
think ought to be done if these matters are true, as they appear
to be. 1 should prefer to have the gentleman make his state-
ment before we determine what should be done, if anything. All
the statements I have made are matters of record, and appear in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

Mr. TALBERT. In other words, what can the House do?
Can there be a committee appointed—

Mr, SIMS, The House can do anything, even expel, if it
thinks the offense grave enough.

Mr. LOUD. Now, will the gentleman yield to a suggestion?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. LOUD. Iknow the gentleman wants to be fair, and I do
not believe in anybody ‘‘ deceiving the House;" but in view of the
fact that nobody had discovered the effect of the provisions con-
tained in that conference rggort until the Attorney-General (it is
so reported) gave a learned decision upon the meaning of the
section, is it not possible that even the chairman of the commit-
tee may not have understood just how somebody else might con-
strue that provision?

Mr. SIMS. I think it is very possible that such may have been
the case. But the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]
n}afde a hypothetical statement, based upon a supposed statement
of facts. '

Mr.LOUD. If any gentleman has deceived the House, he onght
to be and will be punished in his own conscience. But I have
some doubt whether the gentleman referred to did intend any
deception, in view of the fact that many members of Congress
who looked at the provision as passed could not determine its
meaning; and it may be possible that two of the best lawyers in
the counfry in determining a legal question like this might give
different interpretations. Is not that possible?

Mr. SIMS. Mr, Chairman, let me ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Has any member of this Honse examined the section as

reported by the conferees and d in connection with section 5,
which was stricken out, that does not know that they do not mean
the same thing?

Mr. LOUD. That I do not know; but it is currently reported,
however, that the Attorney-General took some three or four days
to determine what this provision did mean.

Mr, SIMS. If it is permissible, I will make a statement which
I think will throw some light on that question. When this re-

rt was printed—and I saw it on Saturday, after it went into the
E)ECORD on Friday—I read that section, and in connection with
Mr. SNODGRASS, my colleague from Tennessee, on Saturday, the
day after it was passed, went to the Censns Office to see the Di-
rector, but he was not present. We then called on the chief clerk
in the appointment division, Mr, Langley, and called his atten-
tion to this and wanted to know what it meant. The best we
could get out of it from his statement was that this had applica-
tion to the appointments to be hereafter made in a permanent
Census Office; and he further said, as I understood him, though I
might be mistaken, that to remove all doubt a list was then bein
made out, and just as soon as the act was passed that every cler
then in the Burean would be reappointed, with the approval of
the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. LOUD. Then he so understood that provision after it was

Mr. SIMS. He understood, in order to get around the provisions
of a law through this House that was never intended, that
they could accomplish the purpose in that indirect way by having
the whole force reappointed. That section did not deal with ap-
pointments as by the House and Senate.

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me to make ond more
suggestion, and then I will stop and allow the gentleman to have
all the time he desires?

Mr, SIMS. Certainly. x

Mr. LOUD. Outside of the bare proposition of deceiving the
House, if we look at it from the ultimate results, I should say that
the conference committee deserve the eternal thanks of Congress
for what has been accomplished.

Mr. SIMS. That is a question on which I must take issue with
the distingnished gentleman.

Mr. LOUD. That is, we tried to steal something, but they
prevented us from accomplishing it, metaphorically speaking.

Mr. SIMS. I must take issne with the language of the gentle-
man. This House, in the most open manner, after we had dis-
cnssed the measure several hours in the House, and it was also
discussed at length in the Senate, in which the intention of the
House was stated to cover into the service men well qualified to
be therein. men better qualified than could be had in the regular
way, passed this bill. Does the gentleman call that stealing?

Mr, LOUD. Well, it is taking an office or two.

Mr. SIMS. How does it show stealing?

Mr. RUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr, SIMS. Certain.lly.

Mr. RUCKER. Do lunderstand the gentleman from California
says that the House attempted to steal something?

Mr. LOUD. Oh, metaphorically speaking. :

Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects to the
language, Mr. Chairman, and I want to know if the gentleman
from Tennessee objects to the gentleman from California making
a confession if he wants to make it.

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from California does not need to
make any confession.

Mr. RUCKER. That is a wholesale accusation against us all.

Mr. LOUD. You all voted for it.

Mr. RUCKER. I did not to steal anything, however.

Mr. LOUD. I will say that I wonld never have voted for it if
I had had the opportunity of voting.

Mr. BARTL . I desire to call the .attention of the gentle-
man from Tennessee to the fact that the House did the same
identical thing with reference to temporary clerks in the War
Department and in the Treasury Department, in the appropria-
tion bill for the executive, judicial, and legislative departments.

Mr. SIMS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have not examined those
bills, but I have no doubt that my distinguished friend from
Georgia is entirely correct.

Mr, RUCKER. If one was a steal, then the other is a steal.

Mr. SIMS. Certainly, and the gentleman from California may
take the same view. I want to defend the House from the charge
of having stolen anything. Stealing is done secretly; it is not
done openly. It is done more like this section was gotten through
in this report.

Mr, SNOOK. - I want to ask this question: If a casnal reading
of the section as contained in the original bill, and comparing it
with the section as contained in the report of the conference com-
mittee, will not show that they are on totally different subjects?

Mr. SIMS. Iwant to answer the gentleman from Ohio and
state that not only a casual reading but a careful reading shows
that they are on totally different subjects.

Mr. SNOOK. One more question: Taking that in connection
with the statement of the committee that there were some grave
doubts about the congtitutionality of section 5 as it was reported
to the House by the conference committee, did not that tend to
mislead the House directly as to what was in that section?

Mr. SIMS. Why, certainly, Mr. Chairman, the report of the
conferees, or the statement, speaks about a doubt as to the con-
stitutionality of section 5, when section 5 does not say one word
about who is to make the appointment, but—
ha’ghe ChE.[eﬁIRM.AN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee

expired.

Mr. RUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that he have ten
minutes more. .

Mr. SIMS. I will not use much time.

The CHATRMAN. TUnanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman be granted ten minutes more. Isthereobjection? [After
a pauge The Chair hears none. The time of the gentleman is
extende.

Mr. RUCKER. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr, SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. RUCKER. 1 should like to know if it is any more of a
steal for the House and the Senate, after full discussion, to pass
this bill placing people in the classified service who have stood an
examination and shown their qualifications than it is for the
Chief Executive Officer of this Government to place all of the
postal employees in the classified service without examination?

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr, Chairman, if the President has acted
within the law, he has acted within his right and duty, and I
have no criticism of that; but, I want to say, this Congress made
the civil-service law. Congress created every provision in it.
Can not Congress repeal it absolutely, or modify or amend?
And this expression of Congress, placing a certain body of ladies
and gentlemen, whose qualifications were well known, under the
provisions of that act is, it seems to me, as much within the
power of Congress as was the passage of the original act itself.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a guestion?

Mz, SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iunderstand the gentleman tobe a law-
yer, and a good one. Has the gentleman examined the constitu-
tionality of section 5 as it was contained in the bill passed in the
Honse?

Mr. SIMS. I have not, Mr. Chairman; neither can I conceive
that there could be a constitutional question involved in it.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Those clerks were aypc-int‘ed or em-
ployed in the Census Burean by the Director of the Census alone,
wit{:out the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. The Con-
stitution vests the power of appointment in the President, the
judges of the Su(freme Court, and the heads of the departments;
and I understand it was the judgment of the lawyers on the com-
mittee of conference that the original appointment of the clerks
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in the Census Office was of doubtful validity, and they thought,
as a matter of prudence, it was necessary to have these clerks re-
appointed by or with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior,
and that explains why this change was made in conference.

Mr, SIMS, Now, Mr. Chairman, I have had that suggestion
made to me before, but not, however, any more forcibly or clearly
than the gentleman from Indiana has made it.

If the question had come up that every appointee in that office
was not in fact an appointee, becanse his appointment had been
made in violation of tl;:e Constitution, why, then, there would be
some reason for adding asection or offering an amendment which

would legalize their appointment; but section 5 in the bill has no.

reference to the manner of the appointment. It simply desig-
nates a certain class of persons, called clerks, in the Census Office
to be placed under the civil-service law; and I ask the gentleman
from Indiana if this Congress has not the power to place certain
persons, either by name or as a class, under the provisions of the
civil-service law who never were clerks and never took an ex-
amination?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It might have the power, butit wasnot
the purpose of the House. The House passed the bill with the
understanding that these clerks had been legally appointed. There
is no question about that; and the conferees, on a careful and
critical examination of the question, thought it was one of doubt-
ful constitutionality, and to save any question that provision was
included in the conference report, with the understanding, of
course. that the clerks were all to be reappointed.

Mr. SIMS. If I understand the gentleman from Indiana, the
conferees were intending Elo;&)rovide for a 1 appointment, in
view of certain constitutional troubles which had been discovered
by themselves?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes.

Mr. SIMS. And they also provided that when so appointed
they should be subject to the civil-service law?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. _

Mr. SIMS. Therefore it left it entirely discretionary with the
Director of the Census or the Secretary of the Interior as to who
should become subject to the civil-service law, whereas this House
had said that all of them should be subject to it.

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Thetheory of the conferees, onaninves-
tigation of the matter, was that it was necessargeto reappoint all
of these clerks in order that their pay might legal and the
accounts of the Director of the Census might be properly audited.
They thought some question might arise as to the validity of his
expenditure of the appropriation, and it was to cover that ques-
tion that the conferees, I am informed, made the report.

Now, I was not one of the conferees. I knew nothing about
the change in section 5 until I saw the bill after the conference
report had been concurred in by both Houses, and I confess I was
as much s'u.riam rised as the gentleman or anybody else, but I can
not believe that the conferees attempted to deceive the House in
making that report.

Mr, SIMS. 1 have not made that statement. I donot makeit.
I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana, who is a fair man, an
able lawyer, and a worthy member of this House, if it was not
the solemn duty of these conferees in making their statement,
both written and orally, to make it so clear and explicit that no
one could fail to understand it.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was; and the statement made by the
conferees and read in the House contains the substance of section
b as it was agreed upon. It was read by the Clerk of the House,
and it was known that the report was going to be made that day,
and no question was asked in regard to it. The RECORD shows
that it was read.

Mr. SIMS. And why? Because the chairmansaid that the bill
was substantially as it passed this House. Does the gentleman
contend that it is substantially as it passed this House.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The chairman believed it to be. -

Mr, SIMS. I am asking the gentleman the fact about it.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Aninterpretationwasafterwardsplaced
upon it which was not contemplated or eﬁpected }Hgny member
of the conference committee from either House, t originated
in another quarter. [Lang-h!:ert.}:l

Mr. SNOOK. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana this
g;l:lestion: Do I understand the gentleman to say that his idea was

at the conferees thought that all of these employees in the Cen-
m %%ce would be reappointed immediately upon the passage of

?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was the earnest and sincere belief
of the conferees, and was the purpose and intention of the Di-
rector; and I know personally he had a list made up of every em-
IElloyees of the office ready to be sent at once to the Secretary’s of-

ce for approval as soon as the bill was gigned by the President.

Mr. SNOOK. I call the gentleman’s attention to the lan e
of the section, in which it says they ‘‘may’’ be appointed by the
Director. Does the gentleman think that the idea of the con-

ferees was that that would make it the duty of the Director to
appoint?

1JMl‘. CRUMPACKER. That form is frequently employed even
in mandatory provisions. It is usual to use the term *‘ may,” and
where it is used it is often construed to be mandatory, and it
was doubtless intended to be as to this provision. .

Mr. SIMS. Now I yield to my colleagne to ask a question.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Indiana
stated that the conference report was read. Does the RECORD
show it was read?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The statement was read.

Mr, SIMS. The REcorD shows that the report was nof read,
upon the request of the chairman that the statement be read.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The statement was read.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, the statement was made that
the bill was substantially as reported to the House and as it passed
from the House. Is that correct?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, The gentleman just now asked my
(ﬁolleague what is the duty of a chairman in reporting a bill to the

ouse.

Mr. SIMS. This is a conference report.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A report of a committee of confer-
ence is just the same. Such committee hasa chairman—a mouth-

iece. That question was raised and answered in the United
gtates Senate %y the late Senator Sherman, and he said it was the
duty—and the Senate agreed—of the chairman and as chairman
in reporting a bill to explain the bill—what it meant section by
section—and he was right.
th?[r. CRUMPACKER. There is no question of that kind about
8.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That was not done in this case.

Mr. CRUMPACEKER. The rules of the House require that the
conferees shall submit a written statement, showing what changes
have been made in the bill. That statement was submitted, was
read in full, and showed exactly what changes had been made in
this section 5, The RECORD shows that.

Mr. SIMS. Now let me reply to that, while it is fresh. The
report shows that section 5 had been stricken out, which was the
fact, and had the statement shown that, we could blame our-
selves for sleeping while it was read; but the statement does not
show that section 5 was stricken out. The statement shows that
the bill is substantially as it passed the House.

Mr. TALBERT. In view of all this uncertainty, ambiguity,
and difference of opinion, does not the gentleman think that the
best way out of the hole is to have a committee appointed to in-
vestigate the whole matter, so that all parties concerned can have
a hearing, and make a report to this House, so that some proceed-
ings might be taken?

Mr. SIMS. I can not make that motion now. I propose only
to discuss the facts and to have the House understand them,
as well as to get a little information.

Mr. . What is the difference in effect nupon the future
transfer of these clerks of the Census Office to other departments
between the bill as it has become law and the bill as it passed
this House?

Mr, SIMS. Why, the difference is this: If the bill had become
law as it passed the House and went to the Senate and passed the
Senate, and had become law without the changes made in the con-
ference report, every employee of the Census Office on the sign-
ing or approval of the bill would be in office or in the classified
service subject to transfer.

Mr. MANN. Subjectto transfer by the head of the executive
department of the Government.

Mr, SIMS. At the request of the heads of the departments.

Mr. MANN. Butnot subject to transfer to the extent to make
them all transferred?

Mr. SIMS. Subject totransfer; but by virtue of thisif the head
of the department can not call for one of them they are out.

Mr. MANN. Inthe one case the President must consent to the
transfers being made first, and in the other case he must consent
to their being reappointed first. The power is left under the con-
trol of the President in either case.

Mr, SIMS. That is your statement.

Mr, MANN. 1s not that the fact?

Mr. SIMS. Now. I want to discuss another matter before it
gets out of my mind.

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] has stated,
and has given reasons for it, that the whole force in the Cen-
sus Office below the Director himself was illegally appointed,
and that in order for them to be legally appointed they must be
reappointed; and in order to be reappointed was the excuse for
striking out the section and putting in a new one. That bill has
been the law since the 6th of March and this is the 12th. Have
you t}.l:;?rd of a single employee in the Census Office being reap-
poin
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, just a word in answer to that
question. Immediately on the passage, or soon afterthe pam$6
of the act of March 3, 1899, the guestion of the validity of
appointment of the Director of the Census alone was submitted to
the Attorney-General, and the Attorney-General decided that
appointments made by the Director alone were valid, inasmuch
as the control of the Secretary of the Interior over that Bureau
was purely nominal and technical; and he gave quite an exten-
sive nﬁim’on on the subject, and it is published in his published
official opinions, but the Attorney-General did not discuss the
constitutional question.

That was raised, I understand, by the conferees on the part of
the Senate. It was regarded as a serions question, and it was
thought necessary to reappoint; but now you have the views of
two tribunals, of two functionaries. The Attorney-General has
said that the appointments by the Director of the Census are valid,
and the conferees of the Senate and House have stated that there
is a question about their validity; and in the statement which was
read they cite two decisions of the Supreme Court of the United
States holding that appointment of officers by anyone but the
heads of departments is invalid. Now, the Director of the Cen-
sus is going on under the opinion of the Attorney-General ren-
dered something like three years ago. There have been no reap-

pointments, and the Jpresent order states that there shall be none
. until the 1st day of July of this year.
= Mr, SIMS. The whole question at issue is that we can not by
law pass these clerks under the provisions of the civil-service law
because they have not been appointed as the conference commit-
tee think they ought to be appointed.

Mr. CRULEPACKER. I think the power of Congress to do
that was not up, but it was one of propriety. Doubtless it oc-
curred to the minds of the conferees as a peculiar exercise of the
legislative power, to take a body of men who were not in the
employment of the Government, who had not passed the civil-
service examination, and say that they should be eligible to trans-
fer. They have the power to do it, I concede, but it would be an
unusual exercise of legislative power to incorg;lta any such
force that was not legally in the service of the ernment and
had not passed the civil-service examination.

Mr, SIMS, Does the gentleman want to surrender the judg-
ment of the House fo a conference committee to make changes
and then make no reference to them in their report?

Mr.CRUMPACKER. Theconfereesreported tothe House,and
they complied with the rules and custom of the House in supply-
ing information. They brought in a report and a written state-
ment, The report was not read by unanimous consent, but the
statement was read, and there was a full compliance with the
rules of the House.

Mr, SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman another question, be-
cause he always answers candidly: Could you, or did you, from
the reading of the written statement, think for one moment that
section 5 of the House and Senate bill had been stricken out?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I confess I did nof.

Mr, SIMS. Then, howcould the gentleman have been informed
by the statement of the conferees, and was not the House justified
for any dereliction or lack of duty?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman from Tennessee must
bear in mind that the statement complies with the rnles and cus-
tom of the House, and if there is any fault at all it was the fault
of the usage and custom of the Housein transacting its business.

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman contend that this conference
report is substantially what the House ? Why, he knows
he does not for a moment. The statement that it did substan-
tially contain it was a misstatement. I want to say for one of
the conferees, the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. GRIFFITH, whom
I know very well, and who is a friend of mine and I am a friend
of his, that I believe him incapable of doing anything wrong.

Mr. ELUTTZ. And I want to say the same thing for the gen-
fleman from Illinois, one of the conferees, Mr. Hopxixs, and
also for the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. RUSSELL.

Mr, SIMS. I am not so well acquainted with them as I am
with the gentleman from Indiana, but I hope some explanation
can be given that will be satisfactory to the House, and I do hope
that the discussion here upon this bill will forever prevent this
kind of a conference report being again made to the House. We
know the whole country was stirred from center to circumference
about the demonetization of silverin 1873 by means of a conference
report. It washoped thatthatreportwould never havea successor.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman think this came in
in gum shoes and walked through like a cat? [Laughter.] Let
me ask the gentleman whether he has read the statement in rela-
tion to section 5.

Mr. SIMS. I read it right here in the course of my remarks.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That statementseems to be a quite full
mnaﬁonofthechangethatwasmadeinaecﬁm b as it passed

ouse.

Mr. SIMS. Well, that has all been gone over, and I do not
think it worth while to go over it again.

Now, I want to conclude these remarks, which have probably
not been very entertaining; and there may be others who want to
say something. I am the last man in this House who would seek
to cast any insinuation upon any member. I presume that all
members are as good as I am, and many may be better, but I do
think it is the duty of somebody to call the attention of the House
to what I consider was a flagrant violation of the rules, which has
led to a misunderstanding and the passage of a bill in a form in
which I do not believe this House, if it understood the effect of
its action, would have d.

Mr. KLUTTZ., Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr, SIMS. Certainly,

Mr. ELUTTZ. Presuming the gentleman, as a lawyer, has
examined this case, I wish to ask him whether in his opinion it
would not have been entirely ible for the President of the
United States to have effectnated the known and expressed desire
of the House under the amendment as made by the conference
committee, as well as under the original section?

Mr, SIMS. Iam not talking for the President. I am not his
keeper by a great deal. Butf if the Director of the Census had
reappointed, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior,
every clerk in the Bureau, they would have come under the pro-
visions of the act as passed, because they would have been ap-
pointed after the passage of the act, with the approval of the
Secretary of the Interior. But the President saw proper in sign-
ing the bill to write a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, which
I hold in my hand and will now read.

Mr. KL 'Z. One more question: Does the gentleman think
that the conferees could have foreseen this unexpected action of
the President?

Mr, SIMS, Mr. Chairman, the conferees had nothing fo do
with that. They had to deal alone with the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses upon the amendments of the Senate; and what
we wanted to know was what action had been taken, in order
that we might act intelligently; and that we did not find out from
the conference committee.

Mr. GRIFFITH. If the gentleman will yield, I wish to ask a
question, prefacing it with this statement: In view of three de-
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, section 5, as
it passed the House, would have been totally inoperative, and by
the same decisions, section 5, as passed by the Senate, would also
have been inoperative. In view of that fact, what was the duty
of the conferees? Was it not their duty to perfect that section so
as to reflect just what was the legislative will—the intent of both
the House and the Senate; and is it not the construction that
has been placed upon the section, not by the Supreme Court, but
by the President of the United States, that has brought about
this discussion? If such a construction had not been placed upon
this measure by the President, and the question had afterwards
been raised in the courts, would not the conferees have been con-
sidered at fault for not having perfected the measure?

I take it that it was the duty of the conferees to frame the sec-
tion in such a way as to carry out the will of both legislative
bodies. The conferees on the part of the House and the conferees
on the of the Senate were equally anxious to provide for the
clerks in that bureau; and they thought they were doing so by
the aetion that they proposed.

‘While on the floor let me take occasion to say that it was far
from my intention, as I believe it was far from everybody else’s
intention, to purposely deceive or mislead the House. If the bill,
including section 5 as origina.ll{lpassed by the House or Senate, the
President would have signed the measure, but he and the Secre-
tary of the Interior would have disregarded section 5, and the
employees would have been in much worse condition than at
present. The trouble arises from a construction given tothe law
by the President, which is clearly in violation of the legislative
intention, as was well known by the President.

Mr. SIMS. Mr, Chairman, in answer to the very long question
of the gentleman—and I am not complaining of its length, for I
was glad to yield to him all the time he wanted—there is no man
in the House for whom I have a higher regard—let me say, in the
first , I can not see how the decision of the Supreme Court
which the gentleman has referred to can haye any effect whatever
on section 5. That section provided for the transfer into the civil
service—it proposed to place under the protection of the law—
certain persons designated. That provision had nothing in the
world to do with the question who was to appoint them, and when
they were to be appointed. And another part of the section says
the same law shall alzgly to new appointments and has nothing to
do with who makes the appointments, while the decision of the
Supreme Court referred to deals with the question as to who of
the officers makes the appointment, and has nothing whatever to
do with the application of the civil-service law, which was the
object and purpose of Congress,
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Now, to the other guestion, have we as legislators or did that
committee have the right or contemplate that they would make
a law which, by the circnitous ontside aid of other officers, wounld
carry out the will of Congress, or did we have the right to carry
out our own will in our own way by our own provision?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you think the House was de-

ceived?

Mr, SIMS. Oh, I notice the language of the gentlemen. Iwill
not nuse the word *“ deceive " in the sense of willfulness, but I say
the House was misled and deceived in voting for something they
did not know they were voting for, and the statement of the con-
ference committee ought to have shown it, so that there would
be no mistake about it. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
CRUMPACKER] says he personally knows, and therefore puts it
beyond doubt or cavil, that the Director of the Census was mak-
ing up a list of all these employees, that they were going to be
appointed with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and

t the word *‘ may »’ was a mandate.

I am surprised to hear the gentleman say that the word *‘may
when it is used merely in a permissible sense is a mandate. That
section says that the employees of the Census Office of the present
force may be appointed upon the approval of the Secre of the
Interior, and that when so appointed they then become subject to

Now, then, to the other question or criticism indirectly made by
some gentlenien. The Director of the Census, in order to please
Congressmen—and I did not know that they had exacted any
promise from him or that he has made us any—makes up a list
of those to be appointed, and the Attorney-General of the United
States construed the law; and certainly no member of this House
will for a moment controvert that that was a correct construction.
The section is absolutely clear so far as the aggointees not being
covered by civil-service law by the o of the act. The Presi-
dent writes thisletter addressed to the Secretary of Interior, which

I will now read:
Warte House, Washington, March 6, 1002,

S1Rr: I have signed the act providing for a permanent Census Bureau.
Section 2 of this act provides that the work pe to the Twelfth Census
shall be carried on by the Census Office under the existing o tion until
the 1st day of July, when the permanent Census Office h provided for
shall be org-a.n.lm«f by the Director of the Census. Section 5 provides that
with your approval the Director of the Census may appoint into the perma-
nent census force in two ways.

“You see—the President took the plain view and the only view
you can take of it, that section 5 had reference to_the appoint-
ment into the permanent census force, and provides how that
may be done,in the first place, from th:nfreaent employees of the
Census Office; and the Attorney-General and the President cer-
tainly very correctly construed the act, that it had no reference
whatever to covering the present employees into the civil service.
I will continue with the letter:

In the first place, from the g;asent- employess of the Census Office, and in
the second place, all new appointments to be made in nce with the
civil-sarvice law. After any of the present employees of the Census Office
have been appointed upon the permanent force they become part of the
classified gervice.

I have been over these two sections with the Attorney-General, and their

construction seems to be perfectly clear, You will please inform the Director

of the Census that his o will continue to be rdministared as it has been

inistered until the 1st of July. On that day he will, with your permis-
sion, appoint such members of the present force under him as will constitute
the ?armsnent census force, ggpomtmg only so0 many as are to be perma-
nently employed. After that date all appointments will be made the
regulations of the civil-service act.

Very truly, yours,
THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

Hon. E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary of the Inferior.

Now, the construction of the Pregident and the Attorney-Gen-
eral of the intention of Congress was given on the face of the act;
and I want to see the member in this House that will controvert
for a moment that they gave it the correct construction. Iwould
like to kmow if Congress can not, upon the face of its own act,
make known to the President what it intended to do; or shall he

o on the outside? Sha.llhebecotg?a]led,by anindirect method, to
getermj.ne what Congress wanted to do? The criticism of the
President in this case, if it should be called one, goes to the effect
that he did not come to the help of this body, who did not know
how to do what they wanted to do by direction, and enable us to
accomplish its pu‘.rvpose by indirection.

Mr. MANN. ill the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr, SIMS, Why, certainly.

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman will readily admit that,
under the bill as it became a law, the President had the power to
have tu&;].l of these clerks covered into the classified service by reap-

intment.
1ml‘th'. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the Presi-
dent was called upon to make reappointments.

Mr. MANN. No; the President was not called upon, but the
Director of the Census practically was, and it was by direction of
the g’rgﬁident that he was instructed not to do it, as I under-
stand i

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr. Chairman, he is not instructed not to
appoint. He is instructed to appoint, from the present force, the
permanent employees only.

Mr. MANN. Baut he is instructed not to reappoint and cover
into the classified service any clerks before the 1st of July or any
clerks that are not needed in the permanent Census.

Mr, SIMS. He does not use the word *“ not,” but he says after
that appointments shall be made according to the civil-service act.

Mr. MANN. Isitthe gentleman’s construction of that letter
that the Director of the Census or the Secretary of the Interior
will still make appointments?

Mr. SIMS. I have no information; but my opinion is that the
President was appealed to to save Congress in this dilemma, and
he would not do it.

Mr. MANN. Wonld it not have had the same effect—I shounld
like to have the gentleman’s opinion, because he has studied this
question—if the law had remained as it passed the House and the
President had then written a letter, addressed to the various Sec-
retaries under him, suggesting to them that they ask for no trans-
fers from the classified service in the Census Burean? Would
they have complied?

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr. Chairman, I will not dare to presume
that the President of the United States would be guilty of so high-
handed, so imperialistic, so czar-like an act as that.

Mr. MANN. The President has the appointing power. There
is no czar-like act about it at all. He is the one who is responsible
for appointments, and as I warned the House when the census bill
was being considered here, in view of his attitude upon civil-service
reform, he would not permit these clerks to be covered into the
classified service for the purpose of having them transferred; and
if the bill had passed Congress as it passed the House, I have no
doubt that the President would have suggested to the Secretaries
under him that these clerks be not transferred.

Mr, SIMS. He would not have had the letter of the law behind
him in that case, and I do not believe that the President would
deal with a matter of that kind so indirectly; and if we had passed
the law as we intended to it, and the President had objected
to it, I think he has the boldness to have vetoed it, instead of
signing it and then directing his Cabinet officers not to call for
transfers. I do not believe he would have signed and approved
an act and then nullified it by orders to hissubordinates. That is
a thing of which I can not believe he would be guilty.

Mr. MANN. Transfers are like kissing; they go by favor,
There is no legal right for a transfer from one place to another,
Transfers must be called for before they can be made.

Mr. SIMS. But the gentleman says, could not the President
have ;gse;gunted the heads of departments not to have called for

M{. MANN. Yes; and is not that practically what he has done
now:

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman say he has any idea that the
President would have done such a thing?

Mr. MANN. I never had the slighest doubt about it. I so
ﬁted before the House when the bill was under consideration

Te,

Mr. SIMS. Ido not believe that the President of the United
States will ever undertake in an indirect manner to nullify a law

of (hnﬁaﬁ'

Mr. N. No; but when Congress undertakes in an indirect
manner to force the President to permit transfers which he does
got h‘;‘.l:él to make he has the power to decline, and he would have

ec :

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman call this section 5 in the bill

an indirect me

Mr, MANN. An indirect method of making appointments,
certainly. It covers people into the classified service for what?
Not to keep them in the service in the departments in which they
were; not for the pu of keeping them in the Census Burean;

not for the Iiurpose of keeping them at the work that they were
then doing, but for the of permitting them to be trans-
ferred to the Post-Office Department, to the War Department, to

the Navy Department, to country post-offices or city post-offices,
in an indirect method of appointment which Congress had no
power to make.

Mr, SIMS. That is a question of judgment. I donoteall it an
indirect method, but most direct and specific.

Mr. MANN. You admit he could do it,

- Mtr SIMS, And do it openly, and not go behind the bush to
o if.

Mr. MANN. It is the Executive who makes the transfer, and
not Congress, and yet Congress had the power to do it directly;
but Congress can not compel the President to do it; and in this
case I think he is determined, and he has the power, to stand by
the civil service and refuse to make the transfer.

Mr. SIMS. I want to say this once for all as to that matter,
I do not believe the President would have done anything of the
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kind. If we had passed the bill as it had passed the House and
Senate before it was sent to conference, if he did not like the bill
he would have vetoed it. There is no question as to the power
to do what he has done, and no question even as to the propriety.

Mr. MANN. The suggestion that I want to get to the mind
of my friend from Tennessee is this: I have no doubt that the
conferees in making the report in this case knew that in either
case the power lay with the President—that in one case he could
clothe it in this kind of a letter, and in the other case he could
clothe it in another sort of a letter just as easily written as this
was, and that it left the matter so that the President counld or
could not, as he pleased, make the transfers.

Mr. SIMS. Iam not discussing the possibilities. Iam talking
about what wasdone in this House. All who are acquainted with
the facts know that if the House had known the change in section
b had been made so as to strike it out that the bill could not have
been passed.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois probably thought
there was something else in the Census Bureau besides a few
clerks to be transferred.

Mr. SIMS. I have not the least question as to that. Thatis
not the question. The question for this House is that of the
method by which the section was changed in the conference report,
and which was accepted without time to examine it, without any
previous print of it, that we ought to have had the very fullest
information possible, and that the conference committee should
have fully stated the changes to the House, and any failure to
discharge that duty fully is a matter of the gravest consequence
and importance in legislation.

I thank the committee for its long indulgence. I have nothing
further to say. [Loud applause.]

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, itseems to me
that a word ought to be said at this time in behalf of the con-
ference committee. I do not think it is fair that gentlemen
should give way to excitement about this matter. Members can
not afford to exculpate themselves from the effects of inexcusable
oversight or neglect by attacking the committee of conference.
The whole question involved here is a simple one, to wit, Are the
employees of the Census Office, above the grade of laborer, ** offi-
cers”’ within the meaning of the Constitution? We all ought to
have known that before now.

I take it that almost every man upon the floor, certainly every
lawyer upon the floor, who had occasion to look into the validity
of varions appointments when the Spanish-American war broke
out, knew that if these employees were ‘* officers ” there was not
one of them who had been legally appointed if he had nof been
appointed by the head of a Department. Every one of us ought
to have known that; ought to have known that the constitutional
question, and the whole question involved, was, Are these em-
ployees “* officers?”” Well, it has been held by the Senate com-
mittee and conference committee that they ave.

Mr. i , I remember distinctly that when the chairman
of the conference committee brought in the report and it was
read it clearly stated that section 5 had been changed to bring it
within the decisions of the Supreme Court holding that these 1:3.]?-
pointments must be made by the head of a department. e
gentleman who says that he wanted a fuller statement than that
says that he wanted kindergarten information. If that change
was made to bring it within this decision, it was on the ground
that these employees were *‘officers,” and as ‘“‘officers” they
must be appointed by the head of a department. It followed that
every one of them in order to be legafly employed must be reap-

ted.
poll?this House has been buncoed, it buncoed itself when it sent
this bill to the Senate with section 5 in it. If you had made it to
apply to the persons at work in the Censusata particular day, you
would have got in the bill what yon intended.” If you had pro-
vided that the persons who had performed certain duties in the
Census Office a given length of time, or in a score of other forms
of phraseology, you would have expressed your meani %; but the
section went out of here limited to tlo employees of the Census
Office, and if they were not legal employees of the Census Office
they were not really employees, and your section accomplished
nothing,

Now, in the report of the conferees they say that the change
was made to bring these appointments within the Constitution,
as interpreted by the courts. You Ikmew, then, and everybody
else knew, that they all had to be reappointed, and we were not
deceived about that. Why, the clerks in the Census Office un-
derstood it. Clerks that never studied law understood it. That
section was copied from the Evening Star of the day it]iua.sed the
Senate and brought up here to members, and the clerks not
learned in the law pointed out that they would all have to be re-
appointed to come under the bill. Ifwe were deceived about it,
it was either because we were negligent, willfully blind, or had
less intelligence than the girls in the Census Office on a matter

of interpretation, . The difficulty arose when? When the Presi-
dent issued an order to the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr, Chairman, gentlemen ought not to complain here and anath-
ematize the committee of conference abount that. The House
passed a bad section under the Constitution without paying atten-
tion enough to the section to raise the question. If any commit-
tee is culpable, it is not for what was done in conference and the
report, but in reporting the original section in that form. That
is what you should criticise them for if you criticise them at all.
But finding themselves in the conference in a dilemma, as the
Senate committee believed and they came to believe; finding that
there was not a single legal appointee in the Census Office and
that that section applied to a bﬁmk, the question was, if possible,
to cover the matter in a legal way without exploiting it.

The conference report is full enough and it did cover it, and the
conference committee, in my judgment, were honest enongh about
it, and informed the House fully enough if we were carrying our
intelligence around with us. Now, we suddenly arise to criticise
the committee becanse the President has issued an order to the
Secretary of the Interior. 'Well, you have gained something by
the committee of conference’s correction of the bill of the House,
whoever is primarily responsible for that blundering, bungling
section., You will get the permanent force of the Census Office
after the 1st of July taken from your census clerks. Under your
section you would have been entitled to nothing. Thatmuch yon
owe to the conference committee.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, in justification of the committee
of conference, I simply want to repeat that when they stated to
this House that it had been concluded that these clerks must be
appointed by the head of a department, that was full notice to
every one of us that there was not a clerk down there legally ap-
pointed. That carried with it the information that every one of
them must be reappointed, and they E;ovided that the Director
of the Census might reappoint them, knowing, I might add, that
he had the disposition to do so.

The committee of conference is not responsible for the Execu-
tive order. That is a matter unforeseen alike by them and by
you. But do not any longer blame the committee of conference.
Blame the Census Committee, if you will, for bringing in that
ineffectual section; criticise the authority that issned tﬁe order,
if you will; criticise this House foming that section without
observing that it accomplished nothing whatever, but do not
criticise any more the committee of conference, who give you
eve ing you got under this bill, when under your own you
would have got nothing.

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr, GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. SIMS. In view of your judgment of the law, these gen-
tlemen down there, employees, are in there without authority, as
they have not been reappointed.

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I say the whole question is
involved in the other question, whether they are officers or not.
That is the question for you to discuss.

Mr. SIMS. But, in Emr judgment, that is the fact?

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. If you want to criti-
cise, raise the point that they are nof officers and not within the
Constitution, and then youn have something to discuss. My judg-
ment is, however, that they do come within the constitutional

ovision for * minor offices.” But that is a matter of judgment.

you have got any grounds on which to attack anybody, it is
upon the ﬁt}ueaﬁon whether they are officers or not. If they are
not, this fifth section was unnecessary, the whole proceeding was
unnecemawd misleading. If they are, the original section in
the bill is . I have nothing more to say, Mr. Chairman, ex-
cept that hereafter gentlemen should criticise those who have
merited their criticism, whether the Censns Committee or them-
selves, and not the committee of conference.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BoUuTELL having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President
of the United States was communicated to the House of Repre-
sentatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who informed
the House of Representatives that the President had approved
and signed bills of the following titles:

On March 10, 1902:

H. R. 2678. An act to incorporate the Eastern Star Home for
the District of Columbia; and

H. R. 8581. An act making appropriations for the payment of
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year
end.iniflnne 30, 1903, and for other purposes.

On March 11, 1902:

H. R. 4748. An act authorizing the President of the United
States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on
the retired list, to be a commander on the retired list;

H. R, 8336, An act to amend section 8 of chapter 480 of the
laws of the United States approved June 23, 1874; ]
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H. R. 7933. An act providing for the communication for town-
site purposes of homestead entriesin certain portionsof Oklahoma;
H. R. 5106. An act for the relief of Rasmussen & Strehlow;
' H. R. 969. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas H.

1280. An act granting a pension to Lizzie A. Campbell;
8620. An act granting a pension to Thomas Hall;

2561. An act granting a pension to Sarah O. Fields;
7623. An act granting a pension to Aaron M. Applegate;
668. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry N.

Str(;dlsos. An act granting an increase of pension to William
€]
. 1852. An act granting an increase of pension to James A.

L

1

. 2219. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
M. Gilman;
MH- R. 2225. An act granting an increase of pension to James

orris; :

H. R. 2465. An act granting an increase of pension to James F,
Charlesworth; y
HHI"iR. 3412. An act granting an increase of pension to William

. Pierce;

H. R. 3422. An act granting an increase of pension to James
D. Elderkin;

H. R. 3688, An act granting an increase of pension to John

Gagan;
EnH R. 4115. An act granting an increase of pension to William
gas:

H. R. 5218, Anact granting an increase of pension to Joel Metz;

H. R. 5957. An act granting an increase of pension to Wright
H. Auchmoody;

H. R. 5957. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
Pearson, alias James F. Pearston.

H. R. 7287, An act granting an increase of pension to Eva H.
McColley; :
MH- R. 8304, An act granting an increase of pension to Angeline

TITaY,;

H. R. 8306. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
'W. Robinson;
Ba%- R. 9670. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron C.

ger;

H. R. 1939. An act granting an increase of pension to Penrose
‘W. Reagan;

H. R. 5863. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja-
min Briftingham;

H. R. 1796, An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram
Cronk; and

H. R. 202. An act to amend section 2294 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States,

On March 11, 1902: :

H. R. 11611. An act to divide the State of Texas into four judi-
cial districts; and

H. R. 3830. An act for the relief of William C. Marr,
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized in
my own right, as 8 member of the committee, for one hour,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for one hour.

Mr. COWHERD. I now desire to yield to my colleague, Mr
DovaHERTY, for twenty minutes.

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the favor
H]?}i;(:h is conferrelt} upon me by my colleag111e, and If shallnot abuse
is opportunity by consuming any great length of time; perha
not so much as has been allowed me, knowing, as I do, 'l:hJIa.)t('.e theﬁ

are others who desire to be heard on this occasion.

tion of the bill that is under consideration,
relates to the rural free-delivery service.

I would feel that I had been derelict of my duty to that horor-
able constituency whom I am commissioned to represent on this
floor if I failed to employ every opportunity that comes tome and
what little influence I may exert to promote the cause of rural
free delivery.

t part of it Wghi

1 desire, Mr, Chairman, to address myself &fte briefly to a $r-/

I take no mean degree of pride in the fact that for the major ]
constituency, and right well may I | 1

Ert I represent here a
proud of the honor of representing such a district, where the
wealth is not aggregated in the hands of a few, but is compara-
tively well distributed; where, in proportion to population, as
many citizens own their own homes and till their own soil, and
where the general intelligence has attained as high an average as
in any other district in the Union.

There the fertility of the soil is not surpassed by any other on
the habitable globe; there the orchard and the vine yield prodig-

iously, and the clover that carpets the earth vies with the sweet-
scented meadows to burden the summer air with delightful pre-
fume. Its vast fields of waving corn reflect back the sunshine,
while the wheat locks it in its bearded sheaf. Upon its hills great
herds of live stock grow fat in pastures of succulent blue grass,
from which specimens are annually selected which prove prize
winners in open competition with the world. And the fame of
the Missouri Iileome and mule is not circumseribed by the bound-
aries of this continent, for tlxglhave done cavalry and artillery
service in Europe, Asia, and ica.

The incident is doubtless fresh in the memory of all of certain
mules which, upon a time, drew the artillery of the British forces
in South Africa, and, breaking away from the British and drag-

ing the cannon with them, ran precipitately into the Boer ranks.
ose were Missouri mules.

The poet doubtless had Missouri in contemplation when he

described—

A later Eden, planted in the wilds,
With not an inch of earth within its bounds
But if a slave's foot press it makes him free,
Here, it is written, toil shall have its wage,
And honor honor, and the humblest man
Stand level with the highest in the law.
Of such a land haye men in dungeons dreamed,
And, with the vision hrighwninghin their eyes,
Gone smiling to the faggot and the sword.

‘With such environments, so conducive to good citizenship and
love of country, it follows logically that this great Common-
wealth in the matter of high ideals, lofty patriotism, and devo-
tion to the Federal Constitution should by precept and example
teach the older States the lessons of their better days. And, sir,
from such associations even the Missouri mule imbiges that spirit
of courage and love of freedom and independence which moves
even him, upon occasion, to swiftly fly to the side of any people,
wherever found on this earth, who seek to light the torch of lib-
erty at the fires that glow upon the altars of our American free
institutions. [Applause.

I therefore could not be otherwise than proud of the district
which I have the honor to represent, and advocate with enthusi-
asm this measure, which contributes so materially to their welfare
and comfort. And I will very cheerfully vote for a sufficient
appropriation to organize, establish, and maintain the most effi-
cient rural-delivery service.

I may also say at this time that I feel, in common with all others
here, great interest and corresponding pride in the general excel-
lence and efficiency of the Post-Office Department. It is with
this Department that the people, perhaps, come in more frequent
and direct contact than any other branch of the public service,
and in the nature of the case it gshould be in fact, as it is held to
be in theory, altogether nonpartisan in its management.

It was therefore with great regret that I witnessed the recent
defeat, by the Republican majority of this House, of the follow-
ing proposed amendment to the bill then pending:

A e S L
'npgn proof of such ?".ac& ge dﬁng;dlgonﬁig 3?1.-‘[:,2 ol

The spirit of that proposed amendment should be the law gov-
erning all the employees in the Post-Office Department a‘.nﬁov
every division thereof, and in the interest of good service it should
be strictly enforced.

But it is the rural free-delivery service to which I desire more
specifically to address my remarks.

In his last annual message to Congress President McKinley
characterized the rural free-delivery service as the ** most strikin,
new development in the continned and rapid growth of the
service.”” In this department of the postal service there has been
no backward movement, but its extension has kept pace with the
energy put forth and the appropriations made by Congress for its
introduction and maintenance.

According to the last annual report of the First Assistant Post-
master-General, the origin and progressive development of the
service may be epitomized as follows:

- | Bervices|| Services
Fiscal year. AI;%’:E? A | in t(i:-g:m-;| Fiscal year. A;I)};:i-ggn in gg:m-
= g
0, .

000 ;: 1807 00| By

10,000 s | 1900__ 1,278

40,000 4t I IE ) e s A 4,501

» Not used.

The last Congress appropriated $3,500,000 for the maintenance
and extension of rural free de]jvegafor the fiscal year ending
June 80, 1902, and it is estimated t by the end of that time
there will be in operation more than 8,600 routes.

It is further reported that every State in the Union, except
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Montana, a mountainous State with few rural settlements, is rep-
resented in this tion of services, and every Territory, ex-
cept New Mexico, where two applications for rural free deli

are under investigation, and Hawaii, which is too new an acqui-
gition to be considered in this connection. Even in our most
northern territory of Alaska, withina short distance of the Arctic
circle, an exceptional rural service was operated during the past
summer between Nome and Gold River for the accommodation
of thousands of miners gated in that vicinity.

‘With the appropriation of $7,529,400 for rural gelivary which
this bill carries for the ensning fiscal year, there should be thou-
sands of new routes eatab]ishe%l and put in operation, and at the
same fime, to a large extent, the service should be revised and
better systematized.

This is not the time or place to begin the enforcement of too
strict economy. The great desideratum should be a sufficient
appropriation, and no more and no less. 'We shounld be liberal,
but not extravagant; economical, but not parsimonious.

While I am disposed to think that the city carriers are not over-
paid, I am convinced that the rural carriers are yet underpaid.
It must Pe ren]:gsmhered utliﬁ; t.tl‘z)e rural carmd i 1]'l is s?aﬁrt of tra.ve]i?g
postmaster. He is requi and se! p8, receipt for
money for money orders, regi ce;l;rdy letters, and do many other
things which, perhaps, the other carriers are not required to do.
The distances he has to travel varies from 15 to 80 miles and over
the dirt roads of the country and not on paved streets. He must
furnish his own team and conveyance and feed and keep the same
in repair at his own nse.

Greatcire ion should be exercised in the matter of select-
ing suitable able-bodied persons to do the service promptly and
with dispatch, in all kinds of weather, if the service is to be ac-
ceptable and efficient. And when you deduct the necessary ex-
penses from the gross of $50 per month, there is but a pit-
tance left the rural carrier for his net salary.

The farmers of this whole country are entitled to have the best
free-delivery service attainable. They are entitled to have deliv-
ered at their doors every day the market reports and the daily
press; they are entitled to have, on the easiest terms, that litera-
ture placed in the hands of their sons and daughters which is
calculated to make them intellectual, moral, and patriotic men
and women.,

Do they deserve it? Sir, I but speak the simple truth when I
say that it is this class of our citizens upon whom the burden of
taxation for governmental expenses falls most heavily and in-
equitably. And yet they are most prominent among t who
make the nation’s wealth in time of peace and defend the honor
of the flag in time of war.

‘Whether my term of service here be long or short, yet if I may
be privileged by my vote and voice to bear some humble eﬁt in
the matter of promoting, systematizing, and rendering ient
this rural-delivery service, then with conscious pride I may say,
in the language of Othello, “I have done the State some service,
and they know it.”” [Loud aggla‘use.]

Mr, DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I yield back to the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] that portion of his time
which I have not consumed,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mg.
CowHERD] desire now to occupy further time, or does he reserve
his time?

Mr. COWHERD. I understand the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. CorLiss] desires to proceed now. I will resume the floor
after he has concluded.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor-
L1ss] is recognized for thirty minutes.

r. CORLISS. Mr, Chairman, last week the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. RICHAERDSON] assumed to question my zeal and
cenduct by discussing the pending measure with reference to the
construction of a Pacific cable before the report of the committee
was printed. He seems to forget two important facts. First,
that the subject-matter has been under consideration by both
branches of Congress for a number of years; secondly, that the
majority report was ready, but was withheld for nearly a week at
the request of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON],
avho delayed its presentation to the House in order to incorporate
the views of the minority, and to attach thereto the proposition of
the Commercial Pacific Cable Company filed with the Attorney-
General on the 8th day of February last, after the bill had been
ordered reported to the House by the committee, and with the
evident intention of meeting the effect thereof upon the members
of this House,

The gentleman from Alabama does not seem to kmow that the
same proposition was made last November to the President of the
Unjt:eg States, with the hope of obtaining permission from the
Executive to lay this cable across the Pacific. The gentleman
does not seem to know that the President declined to assent to that
proposition, because the Commercial Cable Company was unable

to accept withount qualification the express conditions that have
been heretofore applied to all cables landing upon our shores.

He tglssti.onu my zeal and seeks to find the motive which
E‘IL?mp such action. He should go back to the records of the

ifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses and note the efforts made by
private interests to secure this great public utility then opposing
my measure, and study the scheming methods by which the
Commercial Cable interests have been transformed from an ac-
tive ally of a Government cable in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth
Congresses into a partnership withan Enghsh corporation holding
%xclusive privileges and the monopoly of the cable rights in the

ar East.

To illustrate his disinterestedness, he placidly tells us that in
his long experience at the bar he has never represented corpora-
tions. Iam glad he imparted th!s information, for the 18310 and
ability with which he championed the cause of the cable monop-
oly might have led us to think he had been schooled in the arts
and ingenuity with which such corporations obtain control of
public utilities.

I wonder what motive prompted the gentleman from Alabama
to display such zeal as he manifested in his effort to defend this
corporation, which, in defiance of the conditions heretofore im-
posed upon cable companies, seeks to usurp, without permission
or authority, one of the most important privileges held by our

country.

‘Why did not the gentleman from Alabama wait until the con-
gideration of this measure had been properly brought before the
Honse? What purpose has the gentleman in mind, or object to
attain in rushing to the defense of this corporation?

From my long experience in the practice of the profession to
which the gentleman belongs, I am led to believe that there is a
motive back of everyact in human life, whether in private or
official capacity, and I would be glad if the gentleman would en-
lighten us upon the subject, and explain his own zeal and motive
upon this measuare.

If I were the only member of thiz House affected by his un-
timely assault upon the rights of the people, I might remain
silent; but unfortunately the fair fame and noble record of the
Democratic leader ugon this floor has been unjustly maligned
through the zealous defense of this grasping corporation by his
namesake from Alabama.

I hold in my hand the leadin%Democ'raﬁc paper of Michigan,
in which in large headlines the Democratic leader upon this floor
is placed in the humiliating attitude of defending a cable
monopoly.

There may be little in a name, but when it confounds us with
the interests of combines, trusts, and monopolies we may justly
pray to be delivered from the blunders of our namesakes and the
evils of such association.

But the gentleman from Alabama is not the only one who has
volunteered to bolster up the acts of the Commercial Pacific
Cable Company. I hold in my hands a circular letter, which has
been mailed to the businessmen all over our country. It issigned
by the United States Export Association, F. B. Thurber, presi-
dent. This sinister old hypoerite appeared before our committee
in the Fifty-fiftth and Fiffy-sixth Congressesinsupport of a Pacific
cable with a Government subsidy, since which time he has
changed his clientage. His great interest has prompted me toin-
vestigate the association he represents,and I find that the United
States rt Association is a corporation under the laws of the
State of New York, with a capital of only $500, barely enough
money to pag for office furniture. Ifs president, Francis B.
Thurber, is described as a lawyer; its directors are Thurber,
lawyer; Charles H. A. Dougherty, broker, and Erastus N. Root,
publisher. They may be justly described as a combination for
the circulation of misinformation of a pettifogging shyster, curb-
stone jobber, and a printing press.

This is not the only trust for whom they have appeared and cir-
culated letters with the hope of deceiving and misleading the busi-
ness inen of our country. Their circular letters are ingeniousand
misleading, but the influence of such disreputable methods will
soon react upon the corporations nsing such villainous agencies.
They may fool some people, but I am glad to note by communica-
tions I am constantly receiving that they are not fooling all the
people.

The character of this man Thurber and his United States Ex-
port Association will become better known when we reach the
consideration of the sugar trust and his disreputable conduct in
connection with our Government in Cuba.

My friend from Alabama has another associate in the cause of
the cable monopoly which I must not overlook—Mr. John Ford,
who describes 1f as the secretary of the American Asiatio
Association of China. He came in company with and in the same
saintly demeanor as his companion Thurber, and assumed to speak
for a large foreign inferest.

They may be just described as the *‘ Devil's Duet’ in the garb




1902.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2697

of the ** Heavenly Twins,’’ seeking to mislead the public and con-
ceal the iniquity of the cable monopoly in its effort to steal the
most valuable public franchise now held by our people.

The gentleman from Alabama admits that Great Britain is con-
structing a government cable down through the Pacific, in order
to hold and control for her navy and people the benefit of cable
communication with her possessions, but he is mistaken when he
says that Great Britain offered the privilege of building this cable
to a private company. Let me read for the information of the
gentleman and members of the House the report of the commit-
tee presented to Parliament in 18909. In the summary of the re-
port, under title of *“ Ownership,” the committee states:

The committee are of opinion that the cable should be owned and worked
by the governments interested—

Referring to Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and the other
British colonies. Again the committee say:

. Iftmmment assistance, in some form or other, is ni , the commit-
ee

that a scheme under which the cable would be constructed and

owned by the governments interested is much to be preferred to a private

company working under a government subsidy.

Does that sound as though Great Britain was willing to give a
subgidy for the construction of her cable in the Pacific?

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that Great Britain has purchased, owns,
and controls over 20.000 miles of cable in addition to the one
now being constructed in the Pacific, and it matters not whether
she accg:ired it by direct government construction or obtained it
as she did the Suez Camﬁ, bgr buying stock of the corporations
holding the cables when she desired them for the p of pro-
tecting her military power and expanding her trade and com-
merce. What difference can the gentleman find between the gov-
ernment construction and the government purchase, operation,
and control of public utilities? -

It is stated in the report and in my remarks upon this floor that
the Eastern Extension Cable Company claims to hold the exclu-
sive right to lay and operate cables connecting the island of Guam
and the Philippines, and the absolute monopoly of cable commu-
nication with China.

Lest some one hereafter questions this statement, I submit a
paragraph from the confract held by the Eastern Extension Com-
pany, giving them a monopoly of the cable privileges until 1940,
as follows:

First. The concession of an extension for twenty years (which will
May 8, 1940) of the mommloﬂad by the aforesaid company for the
working of the Hongkong-. cable, until which date no other submarine
telegraph line can be laid between the points mentioned.

Second. The extension of the landing pri for ?ﬂgeﬂod of twenty
years of the cables the concession for which ma m for the
of joi all the Spanish ons in the c and of connecti
them with other countries, such period to be reckoned from the date on
which the new cable is opened for working.

I repeat that the Commercial Pacific Cable Congany, by the
admissions of Mr. Ward, has become a partner for the purpose of
extending the monopoly held by the E.Btern Extension Cable
Company in the Pacific Ocean.

The gentleman from Alabama does not seem to comprehend, or
purposely misconstrues, the dangerous modifications in the pro-
posal of the Commercial Cable Company with reference to laying
cables upon our shores.

As long ago as 1875, President Grant forbid the landing of a
French cable upon our shores because the company seeking to
make the landing held exclusive privileges from France which
wonld deny to American citizens and companies the right toland
cables in France, and the conditions that have always been im-
posed upon cable companies landing cables upon our shores pro-
vide ** that neither company nor any cable with which it connects
ghall hold exclusive privileges’ which would prevent the estab-
lishment of an American cable upon such land. 7

Does the gentleman deny that such exclusive privileges are held
covering the island of Guam and the Philippines, as well as
China? Does he deny that the Commercial Pacific Cable Com-
pany has made a contract which will give to it the right to land
upon Guam and the Philippine Iahmcﬂ and deny to every other
citizen or corporation of the United States like privileges?

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that before the Commercial Cable Com-
pany can land its cable upon our islands in the Pacific the exclu-
siv;g‘e privileges held by its partner must be abrogated and sef
asi

I also charge that the Commercial Pacific Cable Company has
combined with the Eastern Company, with whose lines it connects,
for the purpose of regulating rates, and that this contractisin direct
violation of not only the conditions to which I have referred with
reference to landing of cables, but also a violation of the act of
1800, known as ‘* the antitrust law."’

Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to stand before his
people advocating a measure that will extend the influence and
gg:ver of the greatest trust of modern times? Does he forget the

laration of the Democratic party in its national platform
against trusts? Does he desire to be confronted in the next cam-

paign with the charge that he upholds the hands of the cable
monopoly?

Mr. Chairman, we have not quite finished with our investigations
of the methods and the combining schemes of the Commercial
Pacific Cable Company. Letme read the testimony of Mr. George
G. Ward, vice-president of this company, wherein he admits a
combination by his company with other cable lines for the control
of the tariff rates across the Atlantic, This should command the
attention of Congress:

Mr. Corriss. The cables across the Atlantic Ocean have a uniform tarif?
rate, have they not?

Mr. WARD. Yes.

Mr. Corriss. Those rates—they did not always exist, did they?

Mr. WARD. No, sir. =

Mr. Corriss. There was a time when the rate wasonly 12} cents per word,

was there not?
Mr. W . Yes; but that was a fighting rate, and existed only for two

months,
Mr. Corriss. And as a result of a mutual understanding they established
a h:u‘fher rate? .
r. WARD. Yes, sir; in consequence of the great loss of the lower rate,
to charge a reasonable rate of 25 cents word.

the companies agreed
among themselves that they

Mr. Corriss. Had the com:
would establish a rate? penite. sgrent
Mr. WARD. Yes, sir.
% * *

* * . *
Mr.Corriss. Youadmit that there is an understanding or agreement with
reference to tolls crossing the Atlantic?
Mr. WARD. There is.

Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I remaining of my
thirty minutes?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has six minutes.

Mr. CORLISS. I want to conclude by calling attention to the
testimony of Mr. Ward, given before the committee, in which he
admitted that a combination had been formed by the Atlantic
cable companies to regulate tolls, and in the few minutes that I
have remaining I want the Clerk to read a joint resolution
which I will offer and have referred in the proper way tothe com-
mittee, and which I will bring before this House at a later date,
for the p of determining whether or not a combination for
the regulation of tolls can be made without some one taking ac-
tion to su such a monopoly.

The ClerE read as follows:

‘Whereas it is admitted by Mr. George G. Ward, an officer of the Commer-
cial Cable Company, that said company has made a combination with other
cable companies for the purpose of establishing a uniform rate for cable mes-

across the Atlantic Ocean in direct violation of paragraph 2 of the
ditions imposed upon cable lines heretofore laid; and

Whereas said combination is a direct violation of section 2 of the act of
July 2, 1890, entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against unlaw-
ful restraints and monopolies;  and

mopatiting ilageapiils O EuIo e Wik & Toregt GBI wiGi
TNOT n
the ga’:&imt:a%n ogﬂ:%mremd act: Therefore < it

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be and he is hereby, directad to in-
stitute such proceedings as may be deemed necessary to destroy such combi-
nation and monopoly and to punish the violation of said act.

_Mr. CORLISS. Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears from the tes-
timony of Mr. Ward that a combination exists in direct violation
of the Sherman antitrust law. At the proper time I will present
to this House the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United
States showing that this law applies to telegraph and cable com-
munications. I call theattention of members at the present time
to its violation, because this admission is boldly and brazenly
made to the committee, and the same people to-day are defying
our Government, claiming that they have a right to lay this cable
without permission of the President or Congress.

I submit that it is time that some one should call public atten-
tion to these flagrant violations of law.

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield a mo-
ment for an interrogatory?

Mr. CORLISS. Yes; certainl %

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You state that there is a trust,
prohibited by the Sherman antitrust law, which is controlling the
cable service between this country and Manila, and other places?

Mr. CORLISS. The cable that I refer to is across the Atlantic.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Isitin a trust?

Mr. CORLISS. The testimony is that an agreement was made
to control cable tolls across the Atlantic. The cable tolls at one
time were 12} cents a word. They are now 25 cents a word, in
consequence of this agreement.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, will the distinguished gen-
tleman state whether or not he has called this trust or combine
to the attention of the Attorney-General of the United States or
of the President?

Mr. CORLISS. Thatis in the resolution which I have just had
read, directing the Attorney-General fo take proceedings against
them, and if I can get a hearing I will have it adopted.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is not necessary that Congress
should do that. It may be done by an individual. I ask the gen-
tleman the question: Can not an individual call it to the attention
of the Attorney-General, and has the gentleman done that?

con-
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Mr. CORLISS. The matterisbeing presentedin an official way.
I think that is the better manner of reaching public matters.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will succeed
in reaching the Attorney-General and in making him do his duty.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BoUvTELL having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
?asaed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrénce of
the House of Representatives was requested: -

* 8. 4366. An act granting a pension to John Y. Corey;
- S. 2379. An act granting an increase of pension to George W.

Vans;

83?1.132048. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E.

S. 2976, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
Thompson;

S. 8390. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Charles

n;
FS. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory S.
oster;

S. 8849, An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. H. Lence;

S. 4021. An act granting a pension to Sarah Frances Taft;

S. 2768. An act granting an increase of pemsion to John G.
Hutchinson; :

S. 8514, An act granting an increase of pension to Leander
Parmelee; :

S. 8327. An act in amendment of section 2226 of an act ap-
proved February 2, 1901, entitled **An act toincrease the efficiency
of the permanent military establishment of the United States;

S. 4086. An act granting a pension to Charles W. Foster;
Casr‘témm' An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A.

T,
PS. 4111. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner J.
ettee; -

8.1872. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie George;

S. 6. An act granting a pension to Charles H. Stone;

8.1085. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Morgan;
BS. 4022, An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E.

rOWn:

S. 2079. An act granting an increase of pension to William
‘Wheeler;

S. 2320. An act granting a pension to Peter Bittman;

S. 8995. An act granting a pension to Susan E, Clark;

M;‘;‘J.. iﬂﬁi An act granting an increase of pension to John 8.
itchell;
ng'-rm 8. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah Annie
S. 13. An act granting an increase of pension to George Daniels;
S. 1982. An act granting a pension to Eugene J. Oulman;
1924, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Fen-

8.
eran; A1 :

S. 2008. An act granting an increase of pension to James Lehen;

S. 3252. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse W,
Bice; :

S. 1285. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Steele;

S. 1809. An aet to remove the charge of desertion now standing
against Charles G. Brigham; !

S. 1634, An act to remove the charge of desertion against
Thomas Cordingly; ) - :

8. 8182. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Louise
‘Worden;

S. 3662. An act ting a pension to Sarah C. Nicklin;

§. 2293, An act for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis;

8. 8481, An act granting an increase of pension to James E,
Dexter; .

S. 4071, An act granting an increase of pension to George C.

Tillman; ; |
S. 4214. An act granting an increase of pemsion to John
McDonald: : :
S. 1030. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel C.
Goodwin;
S. 1979. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M.
ard; $
HOS‘.F43£6. An act granting a pension to Augusta Turner;
S. 8216. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M.
Taylor;
. 2505. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Barnard;
g. 3696. An:,cct grantililgé an increase of pension to Edward H.
S lfigmi;n t ting ion to J. J. Groff
. 142, act gran a pension .. :
S. 951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Am-

il

g 8. &52. An act granting an increase of pension to George H.
11T
?1. £65. Anact granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Gamble;

an

S. 2371. An act granting a pension to Andrew J. Felf;

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was requested:

S. 9227, An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Shafer;

H. R. 280. An act for the relief of James M. Stradling;

H. R. 3762. An act for the relief of Emanuel Klauser;

H. R. 8493. An act granting a pension to Harry H. Sieg;

H. R. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to Selden E.
‘Whitcher;

RIF' bR 6014. An act granting an increase of pension to William
enby;

H. R. 3515. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
House; and
- E%) R. 8207. An act to correct the military record of William

. Pratt.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. COWHERD. I believe, Mr, Chairman, that I had forty-
five minutes remaining. I desire to yield such time as the gen-
tleman may desire to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACKSOXN].

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. . Chairman, in my judgment
the few remarks which I desire to submit dre very appropriate
in view of the able speech on Government ownership of the cable
just made by the distinguished gentleman from Mlchiian [Mr.
Cokuiss]. a basis for my remarks I desire the Clerk to read
the joint resolution which I send to the desk, in order that it
maﬂbe incorporated in the RECORD.

e Clerk read as follows: :
Joint luti J. Res. 19 iding for the hase and ration of
Eswolution: (. Al L s s

Resolved, elc., That in pursnance of section 93 of the postal laws, which is
in words and figures as follows:

*'8EC. 93. Companies to file acceptance.—Before nni telegraph company
shall exercise any of the powersor privileges conferred by law, such company
shall file their written acceptance mt‘.h th?ggst%:&stt:ar-ﬁenera‘l of the restric-

w." V. :

ti d obligations required , 52-68.)
O oy the oo e T, v wurds nd

And in pursuance of section
figures as follows:

“SEc, 90, Postmaster-General to select appraisers for the United States.—
The United States may, for postal, military, or other purposes, purchase all
the talegragg perty, and effects of any or all companies acting under
the pro of the act of J; ul{ozi, 1866, entitled *An act to aid in
struction of telegraph lines, and to secure to the Government the use of the
same for postal, Jorotherp 'or under this title,at an appraised
value, toﬁame‘rtltn 1}); five compegnt.. disinterested persons, two of whom
shall be selected by the Fostmaster-General of the United States, two by the
com&a_g;}intarested,and one by the four so previously selected.” (Rev. 5tat.,
Pp- i

And in pursnance of section 97 of the postal laws, in words and figures as

follows:

“8x0, §7. The following-named companies have filed acceptances pursuant
to section 98 prior to December 5, 1802, and on the dates respectively stated:
feeta:;nmUlnipunm,Telegm’ ;ph Company, July 8,1867; Postal Telegraph Company,

"fiie United States of America purchase the Western Union Telograph
Line and the Postal Telegraé)h Line and operate and maintain the same in
%nnactjqndwith the postal department, under such laws and rules as may

rovided.
EC. 2. That for the Rum]mae and operation of said telegraph companies
the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed, within thirty days

from taking effect of this resolution, to appoint two disinterested persons for
each of said tele, i

?h companies to act asap 18 for the United £-3t-m.‘;nsE
and that immediately thereafter he shall mﬁdtﬂlﬂmph companies o
such appointment and demand that each appoint two disinterested persons
to act as appraisers and that the four thus selected appoint a fifth person to
act as an appraiser, and that the five persons thus selected shall proceed to
appraise all pr belon, to the telegraph companies which is nsed in
@ operation n? its lines at its actual value, :

SEC. 8. That it shall be the duty of each of said telegraph companies,
within thirty days from such notification by the Pos‘_tmnstar—é)ﬂneml. to ap-
point two disinter persons as ap ers, and within ten days from the
selection by the telegraph companies of said appraisers the four persons thus
selected shall appoint a fifth person, and the appraisers thus selected shall,
within one year from such selection, airpraiso all of the property of said tele-
graph companies which is necessary in the operation of their lines at its
actual value, and within thirty days from said time report the result thereof
to the Postmaster-General.

8rc, 4. That the Postmaster-General shall submit the report of the a
praisers to the first Congress which shall convene after said report is made,
and if the report thus submitted shall be approved by Congress, then there
shall be appropriated an amount sufficient, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to pay said appraisement; and upon such pay-
ment the Government shall be the owner of snid telegraph companies, to-
gether with all of their instruments, poles, wires, rights, franchises, and
easements which are necessary in and about their operation.

SEc. 5. That upon the consummation of eaid purchase Con%rmss shall pass
such laws as may be necessary in and abont the operating of the telegraph

companies in connection with the postal laws, and that the said telegraph
companies thus purchased shall hglmown and named as the Unitod Sta

Telegraph.
SEC. 'I? If either of =aid telegraph companies fail, neglect, or refuse to ap-

point the anmiaen,a{te‘r being notified by the Postmaster-General as afore-
said, then it shall be the duty o t.h:nﬁpfmlmn appointed by the Postmaster-
General to select a third person, he three persons thus selected shall
proceed to appraise said property in the manner aforesaid and make their

8 con-
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rt to the Postmaster-General, who shall submit said report to Congress

as hereinbefore provided.. :
8Ec. 7. That each of said appraisers appointed by th
shall receive the sum of §15 per day for each and eve
and in addition thereto his necessary expenses in ]
ment; and he shall, under oath, render an itemj#éd account of his expenses
and the number of days in actual service. the cost and expenses of the
fifth pereon as an appraiser shall be divided {h‘between the Government
and the telegraph company, and is not to eXceed the sum of §15 per day and

expenses. 4
Mr. JACKSON of Kansas.§ Thigresolution, Mr. Chairman, was
introduced by me in the us d ordinary manner as provided
by the rules of this House. I referred to the Committes on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and there it met a most cruel fate.

It is a beautiful custom which has existed from the time when
the mind of man runneth not to the contrary that the friends of
the deceased should on some appropriate occasion speak feelingly
and fittingly in his memory. In conformity with this ancient
custom, and in response to my own feelings and convictions, I
desire to say a few words as to the life of this resolution, its hopes,
its aspirations, and its untimely fate. [Laughter.] Iregret that
its life is seemingly of short duration, and that it is to be cut
down in the heyday of its existence. It possibly did not live long
enough to exert any influence per se. It was not all it shoul
have been, it was not all it would have been had it received the
attention of more loving hearts and the assistance of more helping
hands. It came and has now apparently passed away, leaving us
to wonder whether or not it has left its footprints so that others
who may come after can by some heroic effort accomplish its
object and purpose. )

t is also a custom when speaking in memory of the dead, if the
deceased displayed any acts of heroism on the eve of his death, or

ve utterance to some soul-inspiring words, that these should

duly extolled. But, Mr. Chairman, my subject did not have
an opportunity either to display heroism or to speak a word. It
was subjected to the most cruel punishment imaginable—suffoca-
cation in the pigeonholes of this committee. So much, Mr.
Chairman, for its life and its fate, save and except who knows
that the time may yet come when the vicious rules of this House
will be so far modified that there will be a d and a glorious
resurrection of its victims. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
Sir, as this resolution has been cast aside as a thing of no mo-
ment, I beg of you to remember that **the stone the builders re-
jected became the chief corner stone.”

But what of its object and purpose?* Did it come in the interest
of peace, happiness, and the betterment of mankind, or did it
come for avarice and greed? Did it come championing the cause
of equality or inequality? Did it come as a messenger for the
masses or for the classes? Itis a trite saying that *‘ coming events

cast their shadows before.”” Sir, events have taken place in this
House since the convening of this Congress which foretold the
death of this resolution. en I heard one of the distinguished

leaders on the Republican side, in closing the argument—no, not
argument, but sophistries—in behalf of the Philippine tariff bill,
deny that the power to govern is derived from the consent of the

verned, anﬁhat the old maxim stated an untruth; when I

eard it asserted that we should judge of the capabilities of a for-
eign nation for self-government, and that it was our duty to in-
vade their country against their wish and desire and to assume to
govern and control them as subjects over their protest, then I
knew this resolution’s doom was sealed.

‘When I observed that the policy of the majority in this House
was to trample nnder foot the Declaration of Independence as a
thing of no moment, and when I heard the cry that we should
become a world power by force of arms, then I knew that reason
had left her throne and that avarice and greed were rampant in
this House. I then knew that justice and equality dare not ap-
peal to such a sentiment. But, Mr. Chairman, I ask why should
this resolution be subjected to such cruel punishment? It sang
no new song, it preached no new doctrine, it advocated no fad.
Government ownership of the telegraph is nothing new. The
ultimate object and purpose songht by this resolution is not orig-
inal. So much has been written and said in behalf of Govern-
ment ownership of the telegraph that nothing new remains to be
said. tition, tedious repetition, is all that is left in the dis-
cussion of the question.

The most eminent men in this nation have championed Gov-
ernment ownership of the telegraph lines. As far back as 1844
Henry Clay, the gifted orator and astute statesman, gave forth
these words of warning. He said: ** It is quite manifest that the
telegraph is destined to exert great influence on the business af-
fairs of society. In the hands of private individuals they will be
able to monopolize intelligence and to perform the greatest opera-
tions in commerce and other depariments of business. I think
such an engine should be exclusively under the control of the
Government.”” Such men as Sumner, Grant, Edmunds, Hamlin,
Chandler, Dawes, Butler, and others were all earnest advocates of
Government ownership.

Postmasters-General Johnson, Randall, Maynard, Howe, Cres-
well, and Wanamaker were zealous advocates of such ownership,
Boards of trade, labor organizations, chambers of commerce, leg-
islatures, and city councils have at one time or another petitioned
for the same. Some of the most influential metropolitan pafge;;‘,s
of the country have advocated Government ownership., In R
sir, the farmer, the merchant, the mechanic, and the laboring
classes all demand it. Is it not strange that with such a senti-
ment and with such a consensus of opinion this mighty and power-
ful nation has been unable to accomplish this purpese? Is it not
strange that when we boast of our marvelous progressand improve-
ment the Government has not adopted a plan whereby we could
convey intelligence in the quickest and most improved manner?

Is it not strange that the Government, the sole object and pur-
pose of which is the welfare of its citizens and to bestow the
greatest good to the greatest number, permits private interest to
usurp the rights of the public? Notwithstanding the t nna-
nimity for Government ownership of the telegraph, there has been
and is to-day one active and energetic opposition, and this is con-
fined to a few capitalists who insist on the exclusive right to
transmit our language by the electric current. They are aided
and assisted by a select number of politicians who in some man-
ner and in some way have been able to delair legislation and by
artful words and facile pen make it impossible for the friends of
Government ownership to agree upon any plan. In some way
and in some manner the enemies of (fovernment ownership have
been able to poison the minds of its friends against each and every
plan which has been suggested for such ownership.

It is not my purpose to say anything harsh or unkind of or con-
cerning the capitalists. When we give a person the anthority to
do a egi\ren thing, we should not criticise him for the act per-
formed. We are constantly told that this is the age of ** the sur-
vival of the fittest,” and our present policy seems to justify us in
getting all we can and keeping all we get. Therefore, it is but a
waste of time to heap opprobrious epithets upon the capitalists,
as they are simply doing what we, the people, have by our acts
and condnct said they could do. We have resolved, but we have
never executed. We have declaimed, but we have never per-
formed. We have permitted private interests to supplant the
rights of the public with only a feeble protest. If the friends of
Government ownership would concentrate their forces, if they
would agree upon a plan for the accomplishment of such owner-
ship, we would not delay much longer righting the great wrongs
from which we have suffered. The trouble has been and is to-day
that when a plan is suggested for Government ownership its
friends immediately criticise and find fault with the plan, and we
have a confusion of ideas and tongues.

I stand to-day to plead for concert of action. Let us be of one
mind and of one purpose. Let usagree uponsome plan and then
accept for our motto that of the grand old Commonwealth of
Kentucky, ** United we stand, divided we fall.” Let us remem-
ber that no plan on which we may agree will be perfect and free
from criticism. Let us remember that whatever mistakes we
may make in the adoption of a plan will be amply recompensed
in the aocomlt;lishment of a Ipnrpoae. I did not offer this resolu-
tion as one of perfection. I did not offer it as the best that the
mind might conceive. I understand and know that objections
may be made to this as well as to any other plan, but why should
the friends of Government ownership seriously object to this
plan? I can understand that if you are not a friend of Govern-
ment ownership this {Jla.n is objectionable, as any other would be,
but if you are honestly and in good faith in favor of such owner-
ship, I invite your careful consideration of the plan which I have
suggested. It simply seeks to carry out the object and purpose
intended when the franchise was granted. This resolution dis-
closes that at the time the franchise was granted the Government
reserved the right to purchase the property, its value to be de-
termined by appraisers.

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry at
this point?

Mr, JACKSON of Kansas, Certainly.

Mr. COWHERD. Has the gentleman examined the provision
close enough to say whether if the Government purchases it
must buy all of its property, physical or otherwise, or only that
which is used in the operation of its line?

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. I have no objections to giving the

ntleman my opinion with reference to that matter, yet in my
Judgment the question is not at present germane to the issue in-
volved. I had notintended discussing the legal phase of this mat-
ter, because, in mﬂ Jjudgment, it would be more appropriate upon a
report made by the appraisers who would be appointed under this
resolution. e resolution simply provides for the appraisement
of the property, this appraisement to be reported to Congress, and
then the matter would be subject to a general discussion as to the
property appraised and the respective rights of the Government

the companies.
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However, I am perfectly willing to state that in my judgment
there is not a lawyer but who will agree that this reservation or
compact gave the Government better terms than under the law
of eminent domain. If this was not so intended, then it was
meaningless and a waste of words. It is also my opinion that
this compact only contemplates that the Government may pur-
chase such property as is used in the operation of the lines. In
its very nature it could not mean that the Government would be
under obligations to purchase all the property of the corporation
which is not necessary and not nsed in and about the operation
of itslines. The company ma.i;wn real estate; it may invest its
money in different ways, and hold property in the name of the
company, and yet the Government wounld be under no obligation
to purchase such property because it is not used in the operation
of the lines, but is the accumulation and profits of such an opera-
tion.

Now, Mr, Chairman, this resolution g:aoceeds upon the principle
of law that every individual will do that which is right. Inas-
much as it was provided that the value of this property should
be determined by appraisers we have no right to assume that an
unreasonable, unfair, and fictitious value will be placed on this

roperty. While we have had .many investigations as to the
?easibihty of Government ownership and its probable cost and
expense, yet we have never made a definite proposition to either
of -these companies as to what we would be willing to give, nor
have we ever received from either of them a definite statement as
to what they would take. It is conceded by all friends of Gov-
ernment ownership that if these companies would sell at a just
and a reasonable price it wounld be &em most sensible thing for
this Government to purchase. The plan suggested in this resolu-
tion is an ordinary business proposition.

If I have property for sale, either voluntarily or by operation of
law, it is the duty of the individual to first determine whether or
not he desires to become the owner of that property, and if he so
desires, then determine whether or not he is willing to pay the
price. This resolution proceeds upon the theory that we desire
Government ownership. Of course, those who are opposed to
Government ownership, as we have heretofore snggested, would
be against this resolution or any other plan which had that for its
object and purpose. Therefore, conceding that you are in favor
of Government ownership, in my judgment, this resolution is a
practical solution as to how to obtain it. You should bear in
mind that there is nothing in this resolution which commits the
Government to the acceptance of the report of the appraisers, but,
upon the contrary. it expressly provides that the report shall be
submitted to Congress, and it is for Congress to determine whether
or not it will approve the same.

There is nothing drastic in this measure, nor does it seek to
confiscate property. It simply assumes that a just, fair, and
equitable appraisement will be made. For my part I am unwill-
ing to pay something for nothing, and I am sure there is not a
member of this House who will not consent to this statement,
Nor do I desire to take something for nothing, and I feel sure
that there is not a member in this House but who agrees with
this statement. This resolution makes no fight on capital. As
the laborer is worthy of his hire, so should capital receive just
and fair compensation for its investment. I wagenowaragainst
the capitalist, but I strive to do that which is for the betterment
of my fellow-citizens as I see and understand it. If in my effort
to accomplish this purpose capital stands as a barrier, then it
must give way to that inexorable law of the greatest good to the
greatest number, for the rights of the many are paramount to
those of the few. If the report of the appraisers is unfair and
inequitable, then we are not compelled to accept the same, and
yet the report may be valuable information to aid us in taking
the next and second step for Government ownership. The cost
and expense incident to ring out the terms of this resolution
would not exceed $20,000, which would be a mere bagatelle com-

red to the good that would be accomplished and to what we
E‘:ve heretofore paid for investigations.

Mr. Chairman, by this resolution we give the two companies an
opportunity to dispose of their property at a fair and reasonable
valuation. and if they refuse to accept the opportunity thus of-
fered the fanlt will not be ours. If they refuse a fair and equi-
table price, then this resolution paves the way for another step in
behalf of Government ownership. By this resolution we show
our good faith and that we are willing to give the companies an
opportunity to make a disposition of their property on reasonable
terms. Upon their refusal so to do, then we should introduce a
bill establishing schedule rates for telegraph companies and at
the same time providing for the Government to erect, purchase,
operate, and maintain a postal telegraph. Then let us proceed to
build, not all at once nor in a_year or several years, but let our
progress be as fast as good judgment and common business sense
will permit. If, during the time we are building, either of these
companies desires to sell its lines or any part thereof at a price

which we think is reasonable, fair, and equitable, then we can
purchase,

In my judgment, when the companies understand and know
that the Government will have, own, and operate its telegraph
lines, and that it is proceeding as fast as possible to accomplish
that object and purpose, they will be exceedingly anxious and
willing to meet us on just terms and at a reasonable price. So
long as we dally, so long as we hesitate, so long as we falter, just
s0 long will these private companies govern and control the means
of transmitting the English language by the electric current.
Just so long as we delay legislation for Government ownership,
80 long will there be a monopoly for the transmission of our lan-
guage. and the masses of our people will be the victims.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I beg for some affirmative act on the
part of the Government for the postal telegraph, knowing how
necessary it is that a start be made at once, as it will take many
years to accomplish the undertaking.

Mr. COW D, Will the gentleman pardon an interruption
for a question?

Mr, JACKSON of Eansas. Certainly.

Mr, COWHERD. Would the recent experiments of Marconi
with wireless telegraphy affect the question of Government
ownership of the present system?

Mr. JACKSON of Kansas. Iam very glad to give the gentle-
man my views with reference to this question. Itseems to be one
which been discussed more or less in connection with Govern-
ment ownership. I have received many letters from different
parts of the conntry asking substantially the same question. In
each letter the writer assures me that he is for Government
ownership, but doubts the wisdom of doing anything just now
by reason of wireless telegraphy. In many papers the editors of
which I know to be heartily in favor of Government ownership
the same suggestion has been made. Ihave given the matter
some thought and haveread the viewsof differentexperts. From
all I can learn there is nothing yet which gives us any assurance
that wireless telegraphy will %c a commercial success. I do not
mean to underestimate the invention. Indeed, a man would be
a fool to prophesy as to what to-morrow will bring forth in either

th%ﬁlt;ymcal or scientific world. _
is is an age of progress, growth, and improvement, and the
wonders of to-day will be the common things of to-morrow. The
fact that electricity travels in a wave is not new or original, but
the wonder is that an instrgment has been invented to receive the
impression sothat it may become intelligible. Twothingsarenec-
essary for the commercial success of telegraphy. They aresecrecy
and certainty. As an illustration, if you desire to send a message
from here to New York by the wireless system, the wave by which
you undertake to send this message goes in every direction and
extends to the uttermost parts of our country. While seeking to
send your message only to New York, it would also go by the wave
to San Francisco or New Orleans. Marconi makes no claim that
he can control the direction of the wave, and until some instru-
ment is invented which will ong{mreceive from its companion
sender there can be no secrecy in this system, and without secrecy
it will not be accepted by the commercial world. Then, again,
we have no assurance of its certainty. It travels by waves, and
is therefore subject to all the elements. I am sure I could not
make a better answer or explain more satisfactorily than by read-
ing the opinion of Hiram Maxim, of London, as given in the
papers a few days ago:

An in time of might set -makin tusof
Ce e o el e e

A1} o s
pollﬁm sttu:iog (?t iar. transmitter or?éceivcr t(? aloormin piteh is only feasi-
ble to a limited extent—say a dozen different kinds of waves. Sn&pasi:g that
in war two hostile fleets were concerned, No. 1 depending on the ordinary
system of signaling, No. 2 depending on wireless elegrnphﬁ. It would be
possible to provide fleet No. 1 with a: tus for making such a confusion of
waves 88 to render the apparatus of fleet No. 2 absolutely useless,

Marconi now has the atmosphere to himself, but when others enter the
field and all are making their little waves, though they may not interfere
with each other, nevertheless the operator who receives them and reduces
them to the Eng’llsh language will have a rather difficult task.

The Marconi system undoubtedly has enormous value, chiefly for shi
gignaling each other or with the shore during fogs. cable com 28
and Marconi can both live in the same world in perfeet accord. One sys-
tem will not interfere with the other. The Marconisystem can perform new
services without encroaching on the cable companies' sphere.

You are to understand from this that I am no skeptic, and I re-
fuse to be placed in the position of a prophet. For myself, I
would not surprised at anything which may happen in the
scientific world, but simply insist that the present experiments
with wireless telegraphy should not deter us from taking the first
step for Government ownership. If this resolution should pass
it ?oasibly would take several years to consummate the deal, and
before the Government accepted or declined the appraisement
if wireless telegraphy should have demonstrated its commercial
success, then we need not Iﬁ:lc;ceed further along the line sug-

ted in this resolution, is sentiment of delay, as suggested
y wireless telegraphy, has never contributed to our growth,
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rogress, and improvement. It did not subdue our prairies or
Euild our cities. It never built a railroad, ship, or boat. Delay
has nothing in common with progress. It isa sworn enemy of
industry, and withoutindustry we have degeneration. Suppose
ghould suggest that it would be foolish to build any more -
roads, boats, or ships because Santos-Dumont has navigate
around Eiffel Tower? But a few days ago I read this dispatch in

mornin T8:
e il s CHARLESTON, W. VA., February 7.

ranspo n Company, of Pittsburg, incorporated here
t@r%%}?stﬁ?; I'tI]'J,zast the ?%u??g ‘P;J gmnuractureﬁ‘nﬂd_. operata, and eqyu%
airships, and to engage in the businessof transporting freight and passengers
e Mutsarized capital s §100,000

The incorpm‘atqrsmm G.F. Myers, C. M. Thorp, 8. L. Ruslander, of Pitts-
burg, and J. R. Windle and G. F. Rubner, of Allegheny.

Now, our Republican friends are insisting on a ship subsidy,
and I am sure all of my Democratic brethren are against the
measure; but if the only argument we can urge is the experim
of Dumont with his flying machine, and that nothing should be
done with reference to our building ships until that had been
fully investigated, I feel confident that you would regard the ar-
gument as foolish. Yet who knows but that airships may come,
and no one can tell when that will be. We can not question the
possibilities of the future. Many marvelous things in the physical
and scientific world will come in God’s own appointed time, and
unfil they do come we deal with conditions which confront us,
God forbid that this mighty and powerful nation shonld wait for
some inventive genius to relieve us of the burdens of monopoly.

Mz, Chairman, the necegsity for Government ownership of the
telegraph is based on the elementary principle of justice and
right. The fundamental object and purpose of the Government
is life, liberty, and happiness. It is not mercenary. It isnot for
dollars and cents. It is not to amass fortunes, but for justice,
human development, pure lives, and happy homes. When the
Government loses sight of this object and , then it ceases
to be that for which it was created. In orger that its object and
purpose may be accomplished it is necessary that it should cham-
pion—yes, practice—"* equal rights to all and exclusive privileges
tonone.” Any infringement on this self-evident truth, aniim—
pairment of the rights thus conferred can not be other than hurt-
ful to our institutions and citizens. The supreme test for the
perpetuity of a republican form of governmentis manhood, virtue,

rogress, and industry. Wealth when rightly obtained is bene-
gcia.l, but should be regarded as the crude material for a higher
and a nobler civilization. Therefore, Congress in legislating
should always have in mind the peace, happiness, and welfare of
the American people.

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the individual should be
unmindful of his duty and indifferent to his responsibilities. I
do not believe that the Government should do for the individual
that which he could by industry and the exercise of his political
rights do for himself; but, sir, I maintain that on matters which
are public and which the individual in the very nature of things
can not do for himself it is the duty of the Government to guard
and protect those public rights. When this Government was
created, it was recognized by the fathers that the individual
could not with convenience and dispatch, yea, that he could not
suceessfully follow his vocation in life and at the same time carry
his messages to the uttermost parts of the country, and there-
for(:ethe Government undertook to do it for him by our postal
system.

The reason which suggested the postal system is the same rea-
son which suggests the necessity for Government ownership of
the telegraph. In the very nature of things the individual can
not send intelligence lgset.hs electric current. He is dependent
wholly npon some one else. The telegraph has become a of
our commercial life. Under our present system the individual
is subject to the convenience, the extortion, and the pleasure of
the private company in doing that which has long since become
recognized as a public necessity, We have recognized the neces-
sity of the electric eurrent to transmit intelligence, and it is the

ern and improved means for transmission, yet we subject the
individual to the mercy of a few capitalists. ‘ghe capitalists are
selfish. The question of service is only an incident to the profit
they can derive from the business. They only seek territory for
operation where a handsome dividend will be paid.

The gquestion of service is not the controlling thought, but it is
a question of dividends, The Government does not consider the
question of dividends, but of service. If the Government were
the owner of the telegraph, there would be no discrimination in
favor of certain classes at the expense of others. The Wall-street
speculator would have no advantage over the farmer or trades-
man. Our present telegraph system is not as great as it shonld
be. Its d serve the public as a whole. Now, the questionis,
How large a dividend can be declared on about seventy millions
of watered stock? If the Government were the owner of the

telegraph lines, it could place an office in each and every post-
office in the country, and thereby the farmer, the laborer, and the
mechanic could enjoy the service of the same.

The charges for service of the telegraph in the hands of the
private company are unreasonable and unjust and founded solely
on profits and large dividends. If the Government were the
owner, the charges would be decreased and the service increased.
They tell us that the private company must be confined to busi-
ness territory, and speak of Wall street, the metropolitan eities,
boards of trade, and chambers of commerce as having paramount
rights. We recognize their necessity and importance, but insist
that there are other business interests which of right should be
considered. The man who tills the soil has a business interest;
the man who feeds the cattle and hogs has a business interest;
the man who delves in the bosom of mother earth and extracts
therefrom its precious ore has a business interest. Yea, the great
producing classes of this nation have a business interest, and they
receive the least benefit from the present system of telegraph.

Be if said to our shame that Canada and America are the only
two highly civilized nations that have not accepted the most im-
proved way of transmitting intelligence. Let us keep pace with
the times. Let us more fully realize the object and of
this Government and strive to so legislate that it will bring peace,
happiness, and prosperity to our own people. Let us stop this
hypocritical pretense of benevolent assimilation. Let us cease
this cry of a world by force and arms until at least we can
deal justly and fairly with our own citizens in our own land and
under our own flag.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama., Mr. Chairman, some few
days since I took occasion to express my views on the subject of
the Pacific tele hic cable; that is, whether Government owner-
ship or indi 'gt? ownership should prevail in reference to that
enterprise. Mr. Chairman, I would not trespass any further upon
the indulgence or the kindness of this House had it not been for
the remarks just made by the gentleman from Michigan of a
character personal to myself.

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the distinguished gentleman from
Michigan, who has taken occasion fo refer to me in a certain man-
ner, is at present out of his seat. Iam glad to see that he has
just entered the House. There is one thing that I will say about
the gentleman from Michigan: He has the most remarkable, as
well as the most unique, and I think the most exclusive, facili-
ties for reaching the public ear in advance of the delivery of his
speeches; more so, probably, than any gentleman on this floor.

In the remark just mnge, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to
reflect upon the members of the ‘ press gallery*’ in any manner
whatsoever. My intercourse with and my observation is
that they are gentlemen of the very highest character and are .

i to treat all just and fair alike. I hold in my hand, Mr,
Chairman, not my own speech, but the speech of the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. CorLiss], which, if you will permit the ex-
Fression, has been ‘‘lying in soak ™ for two weeks from to-day.

say that is something quite si . Now,I do not intend to
complain of what purports to be his speech in any way or man-
ner—I know that is sometimes customary—but what I do c¢om-
plain of, Mr. Chairman, is the caption of what }Em to
the gentleman’s speech, which has been in the ds of corre-
spondents for two weeks from fo-day and which reflects upon me
personally, or impugns my motive, apﬁ:tﬁng as though it were
written by a correspondent, while in and in truth, as I be-
lieve, it was written by the gentleman from Michigan himself,
I read now the caption of the speech that he has given out to the
correspondents and which has been in their hands for two
weeks past. What is it? It is as follows:

Repre;mn&;:i;)c %R;.IBS, h:.f &;higﬂn. snf:é)r of tltag%l to mnatrtg:rt }.%e Gov-
Sentativs BIGHAADAON of ATbain Sy foolk owation Patricy 1o Niack
the bill and its anthor. To-day Representative CorLISS made a sharp re-
oinder to Representative RICHARDSOX, in which he went at the Commercial

D Sy orpotiil e b e £od. feneey dupstion
mmmeu]mno' rmotiv:ainmakms' y his speech against mﬂl. %

That is the part to which I object, Mr. Chairman. The gentle-
man improperly makes a correspondent, as the caption of his
speech, use that questions the sincerity of my motives,
when he wrote it himself. Armed with that caption, I wounld
have been authorized and allowed, under a ** question of privi-
lege,” to have asked the respectful attention ef this House.

r. CORLISS. Surely the gentleman does not make the charge
that I wrote any articles for newspapers? -

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am bound, from the cir-
cu];l%lgmneea and surroundings, to say that I believe you wrote that
caption.

Lt?ﬁ CORLISS. I want to say to you that that is absolutely
untrue.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. How is it there, then?

My, CORLISS. I do not know, sir.
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. ‘ Referring to Mr. RICHARD-
80N as follows'—

Mr. CORLISS. Well, sir; I do not know.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. This caption accompanied
your speech when it was placed in the hands of the correspondents
and has been a part and parcel of it ever since. - You made an
addition to the speech a short time since and that was attached
to the same caption.

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; I do not want to be in-
terrupted. :

Mr. CORLISS. I submif there is no justification for any such
statement.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now,Iam goingon. Isay
that I found it in this condition, all printed on the same paper—
caption and speech. Mr. Chairman, having read the caption, I
now wish to read a few extracts from the gentleman’s speech, in
which he took occasion to of myself.

Here is the first one I call attention to:
Does he desire to be confronted in his next campaign with the charge that
during his first session in Congress he sought to uphold the hands of a cable

monopoly?
th];lr. Chsirmhan, ttllllere is just about as m%ch ﬁttl‘; as tg tfl:?:ti ;ln
t graph as there is in any paragraph or men t the
entfeman has made on this floor during ﬁm three speeches which
e has so industriously and assiduously scattered thronghout the

country. In the first place, let me say that I did not e t the
tleman from Michigan to know that I was in the Fifty-sixth
. Of course I did not that, but by examining the

records he could have found out the fact that I was in the Fifty-
gixth Congress. So there is an error at the start. My informa-
tion is that the gentleman entered the Fifty-fourth Congress.
He has been through the Fifty-fifth and the Fifty-sixth and is
now a member of the Fifty-seventh. In what I hope was an un-
obtrusive way, looking on to catch the drift of matters and the
rules of the House and all its entanglements in a :%:!iet manner, I
have observed that sometimes a long term as member in Co:

for different sessions succeeding each other is a great benefit to
the member himself and to his constituents, and sometimes it is
not, Which one of the class of the ‘‘ sometimes’’ the gentleman
from Michigan belongs I will leave to the impartial verdict of
this House.

Again, Mr. Chairman, he says about me, and I read from the
same speech:

‘Why did not the gentleman from Alabama wait until the consideration of
this measure had been groperly before the House! What has the
gentleman in mind or object to obtain in rushing to the defense of this cor-
poration? From my long experience in the practice of the profession to
which the gentleman belongs, I am led to believe that there is a motive back
of every act in human life, whether in private or official capacity, and I
would be glad if the gentleman would enlighten us upon the subject and
explain his own zeal and motive upon this question.

Mr. Chairman, I am a member of the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce with the gentleman from Michigan, I
kmow of no special reason why, as a member that committee, I or
any other member having equal rights and privileges with the
gentleman from Michigan should sit still and allow him, without
contradiction, to make three speeches disseminating alleged facts
that are erroneous and multiplying misstatements upon this great
question. Iask

“Upon what meat doth this our
t he hath grown so great?

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to allow any of these per-
sonal insinnations to divert me. I take them in the right spirit,
fully conscious of what my motives are, knowing that conscious-
ness of that kind gives courage at all times and under all circam-
‘stances to a man to speak his honest sentiments. I have not the
remotest fear that my motives will be misjudged by this House.
I am not going to let these matters divert me from what the real
issue is. ‘‘The raw head and bloody bones' nursery pictures
and tales conjured from the fertile mind of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Corriss] in denouncing monopolies are in my
judgment the veriest claptrap. They are an appeal to the *‘ pea-
nut gallery *’ of the country and ought not to have any considera-
tion at the hands of the members of this House or of the country,

Why, look for a moment, if you please. I said that he had
wonderful facilities for reaching the public. Why, would you
recognize this picture which I have here? Suppose I were an
artist and could transform it and put it upon the pages of my
speech and send it to the country. I am told my friend is dis-
geminating these pictures, which represent a great anaconda, an
octopus stretching from San Francisco to Manila, in the Phili
pine Islands, and my friend CorLIss standing there with his little
sling to slay the great Goliath. Here is the picture. But such
matters ghall not take me away from the t business proposi-
tion—the economic question of dollars and cents involved in the
construction and ownership of the Pacific cable. I am no capi-

;Caamr feed,
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talist nor m

opolist. This is chiefly a business question, and as
such it
Wha

ought to be considered.

this proposition that we have fo discuss? The gentle-
Michigan and his friends propose that the Goverrment
nited States shall lay this cagle from the coast of Califor-
Manila at a cost. on a conservative estimate, of $15,000,000.
‘What next? That the annual outlay for its maintainance will be
$1.500,000; that the reasonable annual income that the Govern-
ment can expect to receive will not exceed $150,000. That is the
%ropomtaon that they make, and that is the proposition that this

ouse will pass upon.

‘What is the counter proposition? I call the attention of the
House to it. I am not basing my contention in favor of private
ownership and a private corporation building this cable at this
time ugon my opposition to the Federal Government invading
the field of private enterprise. 'We know what the result of that
is. The result is that it destroys industry and enterprise, fossil-
izes management, prevents improvements, blocks progress, and
finally results in political revolution. That is the experience of
Great Britain y. Sheis rea]im'ni the same effect that she
realized under the old trade guilds, which the first Reform Par-
liament of 1833 wiped from the statute books. The facts were
fully developed a short time since at a dinner given by a branch
of the London Chamber of Commerce to Robert P. Porter,
American statistician, that Government ownership subjects cities
and towns to the most grasping monopolies. These proceedings
have been published.

‘What is the proposition for which we are contending? It is
this: Here is the ‘ Commercial Pacifie Cable Company,” compe-
tent, qualified, financially and otherwise, experienced in its work,
with men of the necessaryskill. They propose to build this cable
from the coast of California to Manila by January, 1905, without
a sing}]eﬂdollar of cost, aid, or subsidy from the Government. Ah,
Mr. irman, that strikes the common sense and the business
sense of the country with some force. What next do we find
about this Commercial Pacific Cable Company? They have en-
tered into a contract to build this cable from San Francisco to
Honolulu and to complete it by the 1st day of January, 1908.
They have expended on that contract $180,000. It will cost them
to build to Honolulu somethi:g over $2,000,000. It is conceded
by everybody and unquestioned by anyone, under the evidence
that was submitted to the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com-
mittee, that a line from California to Honolulu could not ibly
pay the running ; that there was not enough mesa
there to justify the laying of such a line.

Then I say that when this company gives such an earnest evi-
dence as the spending of over §2,000,000, it isan absolute gnaran
that it will proceed and build the line to Manila, where the busi-
ness will pay. Now, what is the next guarantee made by the
Commercial Pacific Cable Company? It proposes to build an all-
American line, if possible, and, as said before, there is no ques-
tion about that, except the deep water around Guam, What else
does it propose? It proposes to take Government messages at
half rates, and not only that, but that the Postmaster-General
shall regulate the cable rate, and that the Secretary of State,
whenever in his opinion an emergency arises, shall have the right,
in the name of the Government of the United States, to take pos-
gession of that line and to use it and operate it for the Govern-
ment until the necessity is past. And what else does it do?
These are the questions that we propound to those who raise this
cry of ‘““monopoly and octopus.” It proposes to reducs existing
rates from $1.66 g%:- word to $1 per word from San Francisco to
Manila and $1 to China.

‘What else does it do? Why this company gives a guaranty—
pledges itself that the Government can step in and buy the cable
the moment it sees proper at its appraised value, the appraisers
being agreed upon in the usual way. Now, I say, what stronger
argument, what more convincing facts, can I give for the purity
of my motive for my advocacy of private ownership than the
simEle business proposition that has been stated? Why, I ask,
with all of these safeguards, should we be willing to thrust the
Government, at the behests of private interests and dictation,
into a line of policy of Government ownershjlm, invading private
enterprise, destroying private energy and industry, by bringi
the people into competition with ifs immense resources? Now,
right on that line I will read just for one moment. There is
something behind all this, We will find it and see it.

Mr. Scrymser, who is to-day advocating Government owner-
ship (standing hgami friend from Michigan), who has changed
his front from what he was a few years ago. Listen to what he
says, and I read from the hearings of the committee of 1900:

Our route is known as the * Via Galveston ™ route, and with that route we
are in connection with the Western Union and its allied eables, and also with
the Commercial Cable Company. All these foreign cable companiesare inter-
ested in div&rtinglrSout.h American E n trafic this way in order that
they shall get their portion of tolls from London to New York, or London to

telegraph records

Galveston, as the case may be, A careful stvdv of our
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shows that about 1,470 customers do the whole teltégrg&'m business of Central
and South America. Of that 1,470 customers 400 do 90 per cent of the whola
traffic, and of those 400 who do 90 per cent of the whole traffic 300 are Euro-
pean, thereby ahowmﬁsthst- only about 100 of them are American firms and
corporations. It stands to reason that the establishment of a United States
Government Pacific cable will be for the sole benefit of about 100 American
firms and 300 European firma. I ask :r-;)ui entleman, if it is fair to tax

76,000,000 American le to the extent of 325,000,000 for the benefit of 400
firms who are to uaepgal;‘a(:iﬂc cable—300 of whom are Europeans?

Mr. Chairnian, I repeat that interrogatory of Mr. Serymser to-
day as part of my remarks.

Now, Mr. Chairman, any Pacific cable that the Government
would build will necessarily stop at Manila, unless we propose
toe d untold millions in building a cable around the world.
The gﬂl which the gentleman introduced admits that it is to stop
at Manila. I respectfully call attention to another feature of that
bill that has not?eretofore been commented upon, and it is this:
I read first section 8 of the bill that has been eliminated, and it
will give you some idea why this wasdone. Who is moving in it?
Where is the great octopus and anaconda? Where is the great
combination and monopoly? That is the question that will pro-

und itself in the face of facts to these business men in this

ouse.

SEc. 8. That for the Eromot:lon of our commercial interests, the President
of the United States is hereby authorized to enter into negotiationsand estab-
lish international and governmental cable communications with Japan be-
tween the island of Luzon and Formosa, and with China, between the island
of Luzon and some commercially desirable Chinese port.

Now, that was stricken out from the bill.

Mr. CORLISS. At whose suggestion?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And this was substituted:

Sxkc. 8. That for the promotion of our commercial and other interests, the

er-General, Secretary of War, and Secretary of the Navy are hereby
authorized to enter into negotiations and estab cable communication
through existing cable lines,

It does not stop there,
Or cable lines hereafter constructed.

There is the gist and the gravamen of that clause. Who is
ing to construct them? I read now something that will shed
ight on that transaction from the testimony that was taken be-
fore the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The
chairman was questioning Mr. Clark who is the managing man
and vice-president of the great Western Union Telegraph Com-
pany. I have no words of abuse for this or any other company:

The CHAIRMAN. If I understand your statement, the Commercial Pacific
Cable Company now have a ments by which they could gather up an
could distribute general telegraphic business from Manila throughout ghma
and Japan, and so forth?

Mr. CLARK. Yeos, sir.

The CATRMAN. They have that arrangement now?

Mr. CLARK. As I understand it; yes, sir.

The CHATRMAN. Then they have an arrangement 'h the ownership
of the Postal Telegraph Contszuly which they could gather up and dis-
tribute messages here in the United States?

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN, You have that also here in the United States?

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. .

The CHATRMAN. Yonu do not have that facility from Manils, we will say,or
from the Philippine Islands, throughout China and Japan?

Mr. CLARK. Only as the business is apportioned by the Eastern Company
now.

The CHATRMAN. You have no right?

Mr. CLARK. We have no right.

The CHATRMAN. No right at this time?

Mr. CLARK. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the Pacific Cable Company propose to put in that
missing link at their own expense?

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. y y

The CHATRMAN. Connecting San Francisco with the islands; and they,youn
think, would use their company here, in the United States?

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir.

The CHATRMAN. To the exclusion of your own?

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. )

The CHAIRMAN. Now, while t.heiy are willing to do all this at their own
exfense. you object to their ﬂﬂul.l;jg t unless your own company can be a par-

hg:nt. in the advant of b that cable?

. CLARK. No, sir; I say that a Government cable will serve all a great
deal better and give us our share—that is the whole truth of it, - ;

The CHATEMAN, Then you want some method ted by which, withont
any additional expense to you—to your com —vou can have these ad-
vantages which the other company 1s willing to pay for?

Mr. CLARK. That is my chief desire; yes, sir,

There is the milk in the cocoanut. They are trying to use the
Government to pull out *“ the hot chestnuts ' from the fire for
them. They get the benefit of the expenditure of a vast amount
of money by the Government.

What else in that connection? Why, Mr. Clark, vice-president
of the Western Union Telegraph Company, says: * Buf they are
laying one, so they say. I will say frankly that we are not will-
ing to invest $12,000,000 in that enterprise.”

And listen, again, Mr, Chai . Hereis Mr. Baylies, who was
the attorney for the Western Union Company:

The CHAIRMAN., When you have a red before this committee on other
ms you were not, my recollection is, in favor of a governmental cable?

Mr. BAYLIES, No, sir; we strongly opposed it.
The CHATRMAN. At that time you came asking substantially for a contract
with the Government that would be in the nature of aid to your enterprise?
Mr. BAYLIES. Yes, sir. .
The CHATRMAN. You now propose, if the Government cable is established,

to exercise your right, which you now possess, of the construction of a cable
from Manila to C and Japan?

Mr. BAYLIES. If we have the Government’s assistance to the extent of
breaking up the existing monopoly by building a cable to the Philippines; the
money for the rest we propose to suggly. .

The CHAIRMAN. You are now an advocate of the Government building a
link between your other cables that may land in this country and Manila and
the cables which you propose to establish between Manila and other points?

Mr. BAYLIES, Yes.

The CHATRMAX. Then you are still here asking for aid from the Govern-
ment, but simply in a different form?

Mr. BAYLIES. We are asking its moral support, not its financial aid.

The CHATRMAN. You ask its financial aid in the construction of the link in
th%{ cahée that yct‘lfproposod yourself to build two years ago with a subsidy?

r. BAYL1ES, Yes.

The CHATRMAN. So that your attitude of interest is perhaps as great now

as then, but simply chan in form?

Mr. BAYLIES. t is also true. We certainly have been working for a

eat %any years to establish a Pacific cable, and this is the only way of
omg 1

So, Mr. Chairman, the Commercial Pacific Cable Company pro-
poses to build this link between the coast of California and Manila
at their own expense, and the Western Union Telegraph Company,
Mr. Clark, and Mr. r, with the several companies he rep-
resents, do not want it done, because, they sag, ‘“ We want the
Government to do it and for us to get the benefit of it.”” Which
proposition, as a business matter, will this House accept?

Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes.

Mr, CORLISS. Does not the gentleman admit that there are
exclusive privile%ea existing on the island of Guam and the Philip-
pines that would deny to the Western Union Company or any
other interest in this country the right to lay a cable, if this one
was permitted, and would deny it until 19407

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have thesame objection to
the gentleman’s question that the Tennessee lawyer had to the
demurrer that was interposed in a case once in court. The judge
asked him once or twice what his objection to the demurrer was,
and he said, * Why, judge, it is too long.”” [Laughter.] The
gentleman’s question is too long. I do not know and I do not ad-
mit that it is true at all.

That is not my information. What I know is that the t
bugaboo, ** jack-o’-lantern ”’ light that the gentleman from Michi-
gan so persistently follows through the murky and miry swamp
of his ination is that the Eastern Extension Pacific Cable
Company that runs from Manila to Hongkong, about 700 miles, is
the one company that the Commercial Pacific Cable Company
will form a combination with to regulate through rates. It is un-
necessary to discuss the question of connections. The fact is
that under the Spanish grant giving the Eastern Extension Cable
Company the right to lay the line from Manila to Hongkong can
be bought to-day for $25,000 annually for the balance of the
lease of about sixteen years. I know that is a fact, and that dis-
poses of that matter.

Now, I will revert to the speech of the gentleman from Michi-
gan. I pass by as idle and not deserving attention the references
of the gentleman to my distinguished friend from Tennessee
[Mr. RicHARDSON], onr minority leader, as to what had been
said about him in the State of Michigan in the confusion of our
identity. We will be in a woeful condition of distress and ** dire
straits’ when the Democratic party needs the defense of my
friend from Michigan. We should certainly be in a bad, bad fix.

Laughter.] We do not ask that. I certainly can bear my name
sing connected with the distinguished gentleman from Tennes-
see, if he can.

Now, again, the gentleman says that ‘‘ Great Britain never
offered the privilege of building a cable to Vancouver through
the Pacific fo a private company; so that Mr. RICHARDSON was
mistaken when he said it .’ What about that? Now, I call
this to the attention, Mr. Chairman, of the House, and this is the
report of the committee appointed to consider the proposal for
la{ing a telegraph cable between British North America and the
colonies of Australasia. They say:

In arriving at this conclusion—

This is the British committee speaking—
they do not underrate the importance of allowing all commercial undertak-

ings to be carried out whenever possible by private enterprise unassisted by
the Government.

. i thinever possible.” What doyouunderstand that langunage
0 mean?

The CHATIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that my colleague may be allowed to conclude his remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks thathis
colleague may be allowed to conclude his remarks. Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama. The committee says:

In arriving at this conclusion they do not underrate the importance of
allowing all commercial undsrtakingsto be carried out whenever possible
by private enterprise unassisted by t.
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The meaning of that is that they could not get any help from
private enterprise. It was impracticable. That is all, and there
is no other construetion to give it. ‘““But,”” they say, ‘“‘in the
present case there seems to be no possibility that }Il,r;:ate capi-
tal will be forthcoming for the purpose of laying a ific cable
without a er;t;mbeagythmthe (Governments interested in the
project woul beﬁh;tepared to grant.”

That is just w they were doing here in the last Congress,
asking a subsidy, and to-day the Commercial Pacific Cable Com-
!pany comes up and says: * We will build the line; will guarantee

t; will safeguard the interests of the Government in times of
peace and in war, and will ask no subsidy for doing it whatever.”

I refer also to the remarks of Sir John Pender, published in the
Electrician Magazine, London, of the 13th day of December, last
year, page 308.

The gentleman, in his speech, says:
zn,gm mﬁe: &s;teﬂ.?ig additli%nh?g the one oon:?r?mted i:u‘tnh% g:rélg:ag}smogeii
matters not whether she acquired it by direet government construction or
o it as she did the Suez Canal, by buying stock of a corporation, hold-
ing the cables when she desired them for protecting military property and
expanding her trade and commerce.

Now, the gentleman has fallen into a fatal error again, if I un-
derstand the matter. I read. Mr. Chairman, from a document
furnished by the Auditor for the War Department and published
some time since in the hearings of the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.” I read from the title, ** Cables owned by
British Government administration,” page 47. The fact is, and
it stands uncontradicted, that Great Britain owns two thousand
and a fraction—2,016—miles of eable, and the longest cable that
she has, according to thisr , 15 122.63 miles.

Now, what else is there about that? I hold in my hand a map
showing the ‘ Submarine and Land Telegraph Systems of the
World.”” If Great Britain owns 20,000 miles, as the gentleman

from Michi says, surely that faect would appear npon this
map, which is published by the chief of the bureau. What are
the great submarine and {a.nd telegraph systems of the world?
" They are designated upon this map as A, B, C,etc. Here are the
names: Anglo-American Telegraph Company, The Commercial
Cable Comﬁa.n%, ‘Western Union Talgraph Company, Compagnie
caise du graph, Eastern Telegraph Company. Brazilian
Submarine Telegraph Company, Eastern and South African Tel-
egraph Company, rn Extension, Australasia and China Tel-
egraph Company, Great Northern Telegraph Comg , West
India and Panama Telegraph Company, Central and Amer-
ican Telegraph Company, and German Atlantic Cable Company.

That statement shows, and it can not be contradicted, what are
the great submarine and land telegraph systems of the world.
The gentleman from Michigan and those who are acting with
him are undertaking to show that Great Britain has established
all the precedents in connection with this question. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I do not take any part in this great abuse of corpora-
tions and monopolies. Thereis no argument in that. It appeals
simply to prejudice. 'We should not overlook the vital question
of whether we are prepared to establish the precedent of Govern-
ment ownership, with the untold evils thatill rise up to vexand
harass us in the wake of snch a (fn'eeedent.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have delayed the House longer than I
had intended. Tradition—whether true or untrue, I know not—
is to the effect that the gentleman from Michigan when he en-
tered Congress for the first time—in the Fifty-fourth Congress—
came here as the protégé or the pupil of the much-lamented Gov-
ernor Pingree, of his State, a man of great national reputation.
If that is so, I can easily account for the many startling and ap-
gallj.ug idiosyncrasies that the gentleman has demonstrated in this

ebate about the cable question. 4 {

The gentleman from Michigan refers to various commercial
organizations that have indorsed Government ownership of the
Pacific cable. I refer him to the canceled resolutions of the
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce. I also refer to the letter
written to the gentleman from Michigan by the Chamber of Com-
merce of Baltimore, which I have leave fo print.

The letfers referred to are as follows:

Los ANGELES CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
Los Angeles,

Cal., February 18, 1502.
Commissioner B. B. HAINES,
AManager Postal Telegraph Cable Company, Los Angeles, Cal.
DeAR Sim: R n to your est of recent date with reference to
the chamber‘slar%m 8 ﬁya.ott.er thehizcalgti 9E.ﬁ'b:te,wﬂl state that the
following resclutions were adopted Decem!] . :
o“Wba:rm the ownership and control of the Hawaiian and Philippine
la]andsinthel’acinc()cmnphawgrewyadmcedm ties and com-
mercial of our country, and, with the construction of the Nica-
nal, will enable our le to develop a merchant marine and

vance our trade and commerce with the Orient; and

*YWhereas Great Britain has largely controlled the trade and commerce
of thasaﬁ byfthabceo?gtrmﬁon.ownemhip,md control of cable lines and
canals: Therefore,

** Resclved, That a Government cable connecting the islands owned and
controled by our country in the Pacific Ocean is a public necessity for the

proper advancement of our trade and commerce, as well as our naval and

on; also
* Re: That such cable should be laid, owned, and controlled by our
Government, and operated the same as the Post-Office Department at the
least poss expense to the people; that the pending measure, knownas the
Corliss bill, commends our hearty approval, and in our judgment should be

speedily adopted.
“ Resolved, That the fomgﬁng resolution be submitted to Congressand a
capy thereof be submitted to each Member and Senator of this State.”
January 15, 1902, by resolution introdueed by Director Forman, the
and the plans of the Commereial Cable Company

FRANE WIGGINS, Secrefary.
BALTIMORE, February 13, 1002,

above action was rescinded,
were indorsed.
Yours, very truly,

Hon. Jorx B. CORLISS,
Chairman, efe.

DrAR Sir: Your communication of some weaksago addressed tothe “OfMi-
cers and members of the chamber of commerce,” relative to the construe-
tion, ownership, end control of a Pacific eable extending from California to
Hawaii, Manila, Japan, and China by our Government, came duly to hand,
and the delay in acknowledging same has been due to our desire to await the
report of the committee on lnw and tation of thisexc . to which
it wns referred soon after its receipt by the boerd of directors. It was not,
however, until last Monday, at the regular monthly meeting of the board,
that the above committee submitted its report upon the subject, which is re-
produced in full herewith.

Your committee reports as follows:

In view of the fact that we have good evidence before us that one of the
great ocean cable companies is now laying a cable upon this route, over
which the Government will have eomplete control (see accom gm&g
of this committee), we would deem it against business pri.m:i'pf,e;.:l r ov-
ernment to embark in an operation which is both unnecessary and destrue-
tive of private rights and enterprise.

. This proposition for a Government cable is a new entirely out-
ride of and entirely different from the %ggmhcrn of our Post-Office mﬂp
ment, under whose wing it is proposed operation of this cable sh be
com g 35 At thefr smgrg time thatli-’astmmter«Genehr:.l has in his control ﬁﬁ}a
fixing rates for Government business upon t mﬁ@d private cable,
and retains in his hands the power to the same 1n case the Govern-
ment atany time should see iit to be owner of its own cable lines.

Your committee, therefore, does not recommend the adeption of the
“Corliss bill," which recites that a Government cable across the Pacific
Ocean is a public necessity, and that such cable shall be laid, owned, and
controlled by the Government, and operated in same manner as the

g Y S u&nt. BLANCHARD RANDALL,
(v Vi
a1 DOUGLAS M, WYLIE,
Committee on Low and Transportation,
W.F. WHEATLEY,
Secretary Chamber of Commerce.,

BALTIMORE, MD., Felruary 7, 1902,
The President and Board of Directors
of the Baltimore Chamber of Commerce.

DeAR S8irs: Your committee on transportation and law begs to report on
the question contained in your letter of the 5th of Fehnwﬁ‘. incloging a letter
from the Baltimore manager of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company; also a
pamphlet entitled “Pacific Cable; Shounld the Government Parallel the Cable
of the Pacific Cable Company™ _ )

Your committee has endeavored to get at the principal pointsembodied in
this pamphlet of 40 , published entirely from an ex parte standpointand
Eioﬁng but one side of the question, mmﬁy. that of the Commercial Cable
mpany.

The h&tory of the case may be summed up in a few words; that in the ac-
quisition of our Pacific island dependencies the Government of this coun

nc%de;d better cable facilities. A Governmentcable was the firstidea. Apri-
vale

ration, tobe ted the subsidy of 300,000 for twenty y seems
to have been the m&}cﬁt A year ormore later the Commercial
Cable Company writes to the Secretary of State that it intends to lay this

eable itself, as a business venture, making no conditions and asking no Goy-

ernment help, and proceeded with their own business and in their own way to

a}r their cable. Other projects for laying Pacific cables are evidently before
Jongress,

Tﬁle chamber of commerce is asked toexg:cs%gl‘aaasgobaﬁon of any other
company, but to distinctly state that the ific Cable Company, w
bukedngy the Postal ‘l‘e‘lggraph Cable Company, is entitled to all encourage-
ment that can be extended to it b{ the Government. It seems to us that, as
thlscumpng{ undertook this work as a business proposition, it is a business
qﬁlmtion which they and their rivals in business should settle among them-
selves.

As to the other Eoint—th&t we should deprecate the passage of bill or bills
by Congress which call, first, for a Government cable, and, second, for a sub-
ﬁgofﬂlum:mmr twenty years to a company for the on

operation of such a eable—it eeems to this committee that our honorable
body should not bestir itself, or give time to the consideration of such ques-
tions, for the reason that the Mackay cable (Pacific Cable Company ), now build-
ing can be bought by the Governmentatany time at an appra value, and
the Postmaster can himself set the rate of cable tolls for the Gov-
ernment under the post-rond act of Congress,

Again, it would seem almo;t&elr;fgrﬁnent for this body to warn Conﬁ
against so unbusiness-like a p: ing as to subsidize a company with -
000 per annum for twenty years when another company stands ready to do
this work at ressomable, and presumedly at the same, rates, without the
additional payment of $5,000, ‘We do not think it isthe duty of the Cham-
ber of Commerce to so put itself on record.

Respectfully,

A BLANCHARD RANDALL,
DOUGLAS M. WYLIE,
Committee on Law and Transportation.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, if the Chairman and
gentlemen of the ggﬁme will dﬁm me, I would like ti)l repeat;l_ a
piece of poetry, which, according to my judgment, applies to the
conduct of the gentleman from Michigan in this discussion. It
comes back to me from the days gone by. It is this:

‘Was coming
[Langhter and applause.]
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Mr. SWANSON obtained the floor.

Mr. CORLISS. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Ala-
bama a question before he takes his seat.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SwaAN-
80N] has the floor,

Mr. CORLISS. Before the gentleman from Alabama concludes
his remarks, as he has plenty of time, I would like to ask him one
or two questions.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, Idid not ask youany,
and I do not believe—

Mr. CORLISS. Are you unwilling to answer?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; ask them.

Mr, CORLISS. Have you ever examined the grants held by
the Eastern Extension Cable Company over Guam and the Philip-
pine Islands?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have.

Mr. CORLISS. Do they not include exclusive privileges, giv-
ing the absolute control—

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not think so.

Mr. CORLISS. And the only way they can be obtained is to
purchase by Government those rights?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. ThatIam not prepared to
answer.

Mr. CORLISS. Does not the gentleman admit that the Com-
merciﬁl ICa.ble tgompany have ma.dahan fa.gmlgnt wit]:_ﬂthe c;)m-

v holdi aaemonognhatl' ic rights for landing privile :
pa]l&lIr. RI DSON of Alabama. No; in answe:? to thgf,a Mr.
Chairman, I would say the Commercial Pacific Cable Company
guarantees that the rate of $1.66 charged now from San Francisco
to Manila shall be reduced to $1, not only from San Francisco to
tlggnil.a., but from San Francisco to China. Do not you admit

t?

Mr. CORLISS. The gentleman denies—— ;

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Well, I will simtgly play a
Yankee habit and answer your question by asking another,

Mr. CORLISS. I will answer your question by saying that
they propose to reduce the rate from $1.66 to $1; but I want youn
to answer my question.

Mr. RIC DSON of Alabama. And did not the Commercial
Cable Company do more in that direction than any other?

Mr. CORLISS. No, sir, never; and I will prove that to the
satisfaction of this House. It raised the rate from 124 cents to 25
cents, by means of a comhination.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do not you admit that when
the Commercial Cable Company went into operation the Atlantic
charges were 50 cents?

Mr. CORLISS. No; they were 124 cents until they combined,
and they raiged them to 25 cents.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do not youadmit that it was
50 cents, and they went into a cable war and fought it out for two
or three years and it was cut down to 124 cents, and the Commer-
cial Cable Company did that, and that the other companies then
*“threw up their hands’ and cried for help, and asked them to

leave it at 25 cents?
Mr. CORLISS. Will Ogou answer the question—
thl?- RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do not you admit that is
e

Mr, CORLISS. It is not true in the way the gentleman states

it.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, well, we will never
“Ne, CORLINA" Mo, we will ‘noky Guk-T want {0/ ask yon ils
qnest:@gn,andifyouwant to be fair to the House you will an-
swer it.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will be fair, perfectly fair,
to the House; but I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have taken up
too much of the time of the House already, and the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. SwaNsoN] is waiting for his time.

Mr. SWANSON. T yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN].

[Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania addressed the committee. See
Appendix. ] ’ ¢

The CHATRMAN (Mr. Burggrr). The time of the gentleman
has expired.

Mr. GRIGGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
be given fifteen minutes Ionger.

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman be permitted to continue for fifteen minutes. Is there
objection? X

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Georgia

. Grigas] will listen to me for a moment, there is a great

ire on the part of a number of gentlemen to close the general
debate to-night. The House, of course, will ultimately do what
it desires to do. There are one or two gentlemen who, long be-

XXXV—I170

fomthisbilitwagthﬂmim of thghole,[ﬁul;a%}for lm}nm
speak it. my colleague from Tgia . GRrIGGS] Wi

agree,?wﬂlaakthnt the general debate on this bill close with
the session of to-day.

The CHATRMAN. Thegentleman from California [Mr. LOUI]_H
asks unanimous consent that the general debate upon this b
close to-day.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the House ad-
journ at the regular time, 5 o'clock?

Mr. LOUD. That will be about the time when I think we
ought to adjourn.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee., How many intervening speeches
will there be between this and 5 o’clock?

Mr. LOUD. I donot know who wants to speak.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will that order interfere with the present
list on the Chairman’s desk?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; it does.

Mr., LOUD. Oh, yes; it will interfere,

Mr. GRIGGS. I ask my friend from California to let the de-
bate continue for one hour to-morrow?

Mr, LOUD. I-will make that request. I withdraw the other,
and make the request that the general debate close to-morrow,
one honr after we go into Committee of the Whole.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from California asksunani-
mous consent that the general debate close after one hour in Com-
mittee of the Whole to-morrow.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before thatquestion is submitted to the
House, I should like to state that I want thirty minutes’ {ime to
discuss this bill. I want to against the subsidy feature of
it, and I should like to have 1t arranged so that I could have the
thirty minutes® time to-morrow.

Mr. LOUD. I will then add to the request that the time to-
morrow be equally divided between the two sides represented by
the gentleman from Virginia and myself, and I will yield the
thirty minutes allotted to me to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Cnmmnnlf

The CHATRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia is that the time to-morrow be equally divided.

Mr. LOUD. Between the gentleman from Virginia and the
gentleman from California, and I will yield all my time to-morrow
to the tleman from Indiana.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California now makes
the request for unanimous consent that the debate close after one
hour on to-morrow. and that the time to-morrow be equally divided
between the two sides, the gentlemen from Virgina [Mr. SwaNsoxN]
to control half for that side of the House, and the gentleman
ﬁl-]mn California [Mr. Loup] to control the other half, Is there
objection?

Mr. MOON. I want fo state to the Chair that on the question
to be discussed the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] and
the gentleman from Virginia . SWANSOX] are on the same
side. I wish to be heard on that question when if is discussed;
therefore I shall object now.

The CHATRMAN. Objection is made.

Mr. TALBERT. A point of order, Mr. Chairman,

The CHATRMAN, gentleman from South Carolina will
state it.

Mr, TALBERT. My point of orderis this, that the Committee
of the Whole can not fix the time for closing general debate. I
ask a ruling by the Chair on that question.

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimons consent the Committee of
the Whole can agree to close general debate.

Mr, GRIGGS. ]1\1(;1:; (t!hhm'rmanﬂ, I 31101;1;1 like to have the Chair
put my request f e gentleman from lvania [Mr,
GreEN] be allowed fifteen minutes further 1;i:nI::§.nMy :

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Georgigj[Mr. Griges]
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GREEN] be permitted to continue for fifteen minutes. Is
there objection?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that I am on the list for
to-night. I do not want to talk to-night, and with the under-
standing that I can have thirty minutes to-morrow or at some
time in the future before the bill is voted on I make no objec-
tion.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, Iam in the same position,

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr., GAINES of Tennessee. Objection to what?

The CHAIRMAN. To the request that the gentleman from
Pennsylvania be allowed fifteenn minutes additional. The Chair
hears no objection, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
GREEN] is recognized for fifteen minutes.

[Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania addressed the committee. See
Appendix.]

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee rose,
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Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that
there seems to be a desire that the committee should now rise.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is there any agreement about gen-
eral debate to-morrow?

Mr. LOUD. None whatever. Mr. Chairman,I move that the
committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to. .

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, BurggTrT, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committes had had under consideration the Post-Office appropri-
ation bill and had come to no resolution thereon,

DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM J. GLENN, DOORKEEPER,

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolutions,
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House has heard with I{arofcuu:.:td sorrow of the death of
 Biced Bt Sy of a1 mory tho Speakor appoit
committee of seven to attend the funeral ser?ﬁ:cea.ry R RR I SPCITE

The resolutions were nunanimously agreed to.

The SPEAKER, in pursuance of the resolutions, appointed the
following committee: Mr. VREELAND. Mr. SHERMAN, Mr, GILLET
of New York, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. Ryax, Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,
and Mr. WILSON.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below:

é). 2370. An act granting an increase of pension to George W.
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2046. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E.
Sauls—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2076. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3300, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory S.
Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 8849. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. H. Luce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 2765. An act granting an increase of pension to John G.
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3514. An act granting an increase of ion to Leander
Parmelee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4111. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner J.
Pettee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

S.1872. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 6. An act granting a pension to Charles H. Stone—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 1085. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Mor-
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

S. 4022. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E.
Brown—to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2079. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Wheeler—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions.

5. 3085, An act granting a pension to Susan E. Clark—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 8810. An act granling an increase of pension to John S.
Mitchell—to the Cominittee on Pensions.

S.13. Anact granting an increase of pension to George Daniels—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 3232, An act granfing an increase of pension to Jesse W.
Bice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 1285. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 1808. An act to remove the charge of desertion now standing
against Charles G. Brigham—to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

8. 1634, Anacttoremove the charge of desertion against Thomas
Cordingly—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs.

S. 8652, An act granting a pension to Sarah C. Nicklin—to the
Committee on Pensions.

S. 2203. An act for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis—to the

Committee on Military Affairs.

8. 83481, An act granting an increase of pension to James E.
Dexter—to the Commmittee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4071. An act granting an increase of pension to George C.
Tillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 4214. An act granting an increase of pension to John Mc¢Don-
ald—to the Committee cn Invalid Pensions.

S. 1039. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathanial C.
Goodwin—to the Com-nittee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 8216. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry M.
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2505. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bar-
nard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Am-
brook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 965. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Gam-
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2371. An act granting a pension to Andrew J. Felt—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter Bitt-
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

S. 1979. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M.
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 8698. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward H.
Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 3327, An act in amendment of sections 2226 of an act a
proved Febrnary 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase the effi-
ciency of the permanent military establishment of the United
States "—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

de unanimous consent, the following changes of reference were
made:

The bill (8. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Lonise
‘Ward, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Commit-
tee on Pensions. )

The bill (S. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Maria
Louisa Michie, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the
Committee on Pensions.

And then, on motion of Mr. Loup (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes)
the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to the nse
of part of an appropriation for purchase of a device for filing
money-order statements in the office of the Auditor for the Post-
Office Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for printing and binding—
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
‘William B. Horner against the United States—to the Committee
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Julia Walsh, administratrix of estate of Murtha Walsh, against
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or-
dered to be printed. *

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
A. G. Cadle, administrator of estate of Mark Cadle, against the
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to
to be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
David G. Orr against the United States—to the Committee on
War Claims, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to the ap-
propriation for lights on Isle aux Peches, Michigan—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting,
with a communication from the Commissioner of the General
Land Office, a request that the manual of surveying instructions
be legalized—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered
to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT, bills and resolutions were severally
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to
the several Calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. FOERDERER, from the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 176) to
provide for the extension of the charters of national banks, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 876); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 80) to construct a road to
the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn., reported the same withont
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 878); which said bill
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and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. MINOR, from the Joint Select Committee on Useless
Papers in the Executive Departments, to which was referred sun-
dry documents, submitted a report (No. 882); which was ordered
printed, and referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re-
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred
to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr, GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5357) for the relief of William
Leech, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a
report (No. 877); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9870) to correct
the military record of Reinhard Schneider, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 881); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

- ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows:

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6015) to remove
the charge of desertion against Patrick Cassidy, rted the same
adversely, accompanied by a report (No, 879); which said bill and
report were laid on the table.

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 7289) for the relief of Thomas McEntee,

orted the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 8380);
which said bill and report were laid on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, committees were discharged from

Ehﬁ consideration of the following bills; which were referred as
OLIOWS:

A bill (H. R. 5908) granting an increase of pension to Mrs,
Clara W. McNair, widow of Rear-Admiral F, V. McNair—Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 12406) for the relief of John W. Foote, helpless
child—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials
gf ]}he following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12451) amending
the statutes relating to patents, relieving medical and dental
practitioners from nnjust burdens imposed by patentees holding
patents covering methods and devices for treating human dis-
eases, ailments, and disabilities—to the Committee on Patents.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12452) granting to the Mobile, Jackson and
Kansas City Railroad Company the right to use for railroad pur-
poses the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala.,
and now held for light-house purposes—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 12458) to amend an act en-
titled ‘*An act to provide for the opening of certain abandoned
military reservations, and for other purposes,’” approved August
23, 1894 —to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A memorial of the legis-
lature of Tennessee, favoring the election of United States Sena-
tors by popular vote of the people—to the Committee on Election
of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, ?ﬁvate bills of the following titles
were presented and referred as follows: :

By Mr. BLAKENEY: A bill (H. R. 12454) for the relief of
William W. Kurz—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12455) granting an increase of pension to
James L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 12456) for the relief of Ed-
ward Combs—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12457) to correct the mili-
ga;y record of Brice Prater—to the Committee on Military Af-

AlTs.
By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 12458) granting an increase

on pension to William M. Barstow—to the Committee on Invalid
E€N810NS8. :

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12459) granting a pension to
George H. Daddysman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 12460) to correct the military
record of John E. Wool—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12461) to correct the mili
gegord of Frederick Soloten—to the Committee on Military Af-

airs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 12462) granting a pension to Hannah Wal-
dron—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12463) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Samantha Williams—to the gf)mmitbee on Invalid Pen-
BlOns.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 12464) granting a

ion to Frances A. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12465) to provide for the payment of medical
expenses of sick officers and enli men of the Army while absent
from duty with leave or on furlough—to the Committee on Mili-

tary Affairs.

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 12466) granting
an increase of pension to Philip Peterson—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. .

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12467) to remove the charge
of desertion from Thomas Morgan, member of Company H, One
hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volun-
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 12468) for the relief of Phineas
Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12469) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Mershon, widow of Thomas Mershon, deceased—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12470) granting a pension to Maranda Birk-
head, widow of William O. Birkhead, deceased—to the Commit-
m%onﬁrnv?g%KSOPenmﬁ land: A bill (H. R. 124

y Mr. of Maryland: i . R. 12471) granti
a pension to John H. Ayres—to the Committee on m)v'grlid I?;;g-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12472) granting a pension to John T. Rich-
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.12473) granting a pension to Alfred Melvin—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12474) ting a pension to Levin W.
Bothum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12475) granting a pension to James H. Wes-
O o bl (R t?ezf%)m mﬁggmms' J. Mitchell

, 8 AR ing a ion to J, Mitchell Col-
lins—to the Committee on Ingzillid Penmpgﬁ:.l

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 12477) for the relief of Simon
R. Hampton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12478) granting
an increase of pension to Conrad Laukenman—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 12479) for the relief of the
First Presbyterian Church, Dalton, Ga.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 12480) granting an increase
0P1’ pension to Phoebe L. Peyfon—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.,

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12481) for the relief of the
ecsita:ba of James H, Huey, deceased—to the Committee on War

aims.

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12482) granting an
increase of pension to Eunice A. Smith—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12483) grant-
%g a pension to John F. Yeargin—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. SCHIRM: A bill (H. R. 12484) granting an increase of
pension to Joseph Inlose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12485) to remove the charge of desertion
from the naval record of Philip Berger—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12486) to pay and
reimburse William J. Miller, Ann Arbor, Mich.—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12487) for the re-
lief of William Leech—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12488) for the relief of
Silas Borton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12489) granting an increase
of pension to Ebenezer Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph Culbreath, late second lientenant Company
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L, Palmetto t South Carolina Volunteers, in war with
Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 12491) granting an increase
ij)f pension to Harvey Linsley—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H R. 12492) gra.nt-
ing an increase of pension to Callie West—to the Committee
Invalid Pensions

Also, a bill {H R. 12493) for the relief of James Hilliard—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12494) to cor-
rect the military record of Thomas W. Miller—to the Committee
on Milita

By Mr. 1gNOOK: A bill (H. R. 12495) granting a pension to
Amelia Hollinshead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the,Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of Flint Glass Workers’ Union
No. 65, of Homestead; Operative Potters’ Union No. 51, of Can-
onsburg, Pa., and Lathers’ Union of Charleroi, Pa., for the
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of Electrical Workers’ Union No.
99, of Providence, R. L., in favor of the exclusion of Chinese
laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso-
ciaﬁon, urging the creation of a department of commerce and in-
dustries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, resolutions of Division 57, Locomotive Engineers; Lodge
No. 66, Railway Trainmen; St-ereow Union No. 53, and Cigar
Makers' Union No. 10, all of Provi ce, R. L, favonng restrie-
tion of immigration of persons, other than wives and children,
who can not read—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-

ralization

By Mr BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): Resolutionsof
Carpenters’ Union No. 587, Coatesville, Pa., and Boiler Makers’
Union No. 17, of Chester, Pﬂ-. concerning mmgmtion—to the

Committes on Imnuﬁuiim;l and Naturalization.

By Mr. CALDER Resolutions of Interstate Irrigation
Congress, with reference to reclamation of arid lands—to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, resolution of National Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, for
ﬁmmoval of the tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and

Also, resol%gl?s fof thRmh'md 'I‘rmmnfh enshllaodgeh wﬂlNo 155, ﬂ(;f

Hemngton or the passage of laws whic prevent the

tion of persons who can not read—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of the New England Shoe and
Leather Association, in favor of the establishment of a depart-
ment of commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign

Also, resolution of Rhode Island Lodge, Mule Spinners’ Asso-
cmtxcm Pawtucket, R. 1., asking for a further restriction of the
1mm1gratmn laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

By Mr. CONRY: Petition of Newspaper Mailers’ Union, of
Boston, Mass., favoring Chinese exclusion—to the Committee on
Forelgn Affairs,

Also, resolution of National Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, for
removal of the tariff on hides—to the Committee on W:
Means

Also petition of Penny Pouch Express Company, Boston, Mass.,
in relation to handling third and fourth class mail matter—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of the Typographical Union of New York City,
favoring increase of letter carriers’ salaries to $1,200 per anmum—
to the ittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CORLISS: Resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 2, of
Detroit, Mich., urging the enactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, resolutions of Box Makers and Sawyers’' Union No. 124,
Stonecutters’ Association, Tile Layers’ Union, Street leway
Employees’ Union, Steam Fitters’ Association, Plasterers’ Union,
Bricklayers' Union, Upholsterers’ Union, and Pattern Makers’
Association, all of Detroit, Mich., praying 'for the further restric-
tion of mmgmt:on—to 'the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, resolution directing the Attorney-Greneral to institute
pmceedmgs under act of July 2, 1890, Commercial Cable
Company—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. CROMER: Resolutions of Indiana Engineers’ Society,

urging that the Census Burean should include municipal statis-
tics—to the Committee on the Census.
hical Union No. 332, of Muncie,

Also, resolutions of Typo
fgm 1Bs amending the copy‘nght law—

Ind., the passage o
to the Committee on Patents.

Also, resolution of Company F, Second Infantry, Indiana Na-
tional Guard, favoring House bill 9972, increasing the efficiency
of the militia—to the Committee on Lﬁhtaa

Also, resolution of Perkinsville Post, No. 523, Grand Army of
the Repubhc Department of Indiana, favoring the building of
war ships in the navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, resolutlon of tie Commercial Club of Muncie, Ind., in-
dorsing the bill providing for increase of salaries of letter car-
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

-Also, resolution of Indiana State Board of Commerce, favoring
amendment of the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 16, of Alexandria;
Midland Lodge No. 23, and Lodge No. 115, Mine Workers’ Union,
of Muncie; Bricklayers’ Union No. 8, and Union No, 2, American
Flint Glass Workers’ Union, of Muncie, Ind., for an educational
test in the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 19, of Elwood; Trades
Council of Dunkirk and Elwood; D. G, Reid Lodge, No. 15, of
Elwood; W. A. Carney Union, No. 13; Alexandria Labor Union
No. 55; Bricklayers’ Union No. 16, of Alexandria; Retail Clerks’
Union No. 29, and Local Assembly No. 2520, of Dunkirk; Typo-
graphical Union No. 332, and Junior Order United American Me-
chanics, of Muncie, and citizens of Boundary, all in the State of
Indiana, favoring passage of the Chinese-exclusion bill—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Stanton Post, No. 37, Grand
Army of the Repubhc of Stanton, Mich., requestmg an investi-
gation of the administration of the Pension Bureau—to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

Also, resolution of Bricklayers' Union No. 8, of Traverse City,
Mich., 'for the passage of laws which will prevent the immigra-
tion of persons who can not read—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, resolution of Bricklayers’ Union No. 8, of Traverse City,
Mich., favormg passage of law for exclusion of Chinese labor-
ers—to the ittee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of General Mansfield Post, No. 48,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvama for
an investigation of the administration of the Commissioner of
Pensions—to the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution of Bartenders’ Union No. 9, and Bricklayers’
Union No. 19, of Williamsport, favoring Chinese exclusion—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Machinists’ Lodge No. 140, and Division 184,
Street Railway Employees, Williamsport, Pa.; Division 98, Rail-
road Telegraphers, Castanea, Pa.; Division 168, Railroad Con-
ductors, Vilas, Pa., and Cigar Makers' Association No. 108, of
Lockhaven, Pa., for the further restriction of immigration—to
the Committee on Imm:%:so on and Naturalization.

By Mr. EDWARDS: lutions adopted by the Bricklayers
and Masons’ Union No. 1, of Butte, Mont.; of Bricklayers' Union
No. 2, of Anaconda, Mont of Bnck]ayers and Masons’ Union
No. 3, of Great Falls, Mont..; of Typographical Union No. 256,
of Great Falls, and of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 361, of Butte,
Mont., favoring the exclusion of Chinese laborers from the United
States and their insular possessions—to the Committee on Foreign

ays and | Affairs

Also, resolutions adopted by Bricklayers and Masons’ Union
No. 3 and of Typographical Union No. 256, of Great Falls, Mont.,
favoring an educational restriction of immigration—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. EMERSON: Resolutionof S. M. Weed Lodge, Brother-
hoog of Railroad Trainmen, of Plattsburg, N. Y., in regard to
immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

Also, resolution of W. H. Stevenson Post, No. 102, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Moriah Center, N. Y., favoring the
construction of war vessels in the Government navy yards—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, paper to accﬁmpauv House bill 12460, to amend the mili-
E‘afrfy record of John E. Wool—to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Typographical Union
No. 6, of New York City, urging the passage of hill increasing
the sala.ry of letter carriers in cities of first class to §1,200, and in
cities of the second class to $1,000—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. FLEMING: Resolutions of Marshall Division, No. 449,

Americus, Ga., Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring
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bill to limit the power of Federal courts in fmnt‘mg injunctions
in trade disputes—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FOSS: Papers fo accompany House bill 12463, grantin
a pension to Samantha Williams—to the Committee on I.nvah'g

ong,

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Mellville Thomas Post, No.
515, Grand Army of the Republie, Department of Indiana, re-
%urstmg an investigation of the administration of the Pension

eau—to the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution of Lodge No. 207, Brotherhood of Railroad
Trammen Seymour, and Lodge No. 15, of Elwood, Ind., favoring
Chinese exclusion—to the Committee on Foreign

Also, resolution of Huckleberry Post, No. 891, Grand Army of
the Republic, Department of Indlana favormg the bnilding of
war ships in the navy- to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 337,
of 8t. Jolmsbury, Vt.; Machinists’ Lodge No. 461, of Barre, Vt.,
and Railway Trackmen’s Lodge No. 113, of South Barton, Vt.,
for the passage of laws which will prevent the immigration of
Earsons who cam not read—to the Committee on Immigration and

By Mr. HEDGE Petition of Cigar Makers' Union No. 155,
Mount Pleasant, Iowa, and phical Union No. 68, of Keo-
kuk, Iowa, in fa\or of the exclusion of Chinese laborers—to the
Committee on Fo Affairs,

Also, memorial of Reformed Presbyterian Church of Wyman,
Towa, for the amendment or radical modification of the Chinese-
exclusion law—to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

Also, resolution of Leather Workers’ Union No. 86, Burlington,
Towa, favormg an educational gualification for n:nmgmnts—to
the Committee on tion and Naturalization.

By Mr, HITT: Resolution of E. B. Carr Lodge, No. 115, Broth-
erhood of Railway Trainmen, of Freeport,Ill. favoring extension of
the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, HEMENWAY: Petition of Marine Engineers’ Bene-
ficial Association No. 26, of Evansville, Ind., favoring an educa-
tional test for restriction of lrnlmgrahm—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: Resolutions of Steam Engineers’
Union No. 75, of Coffeyville, Kans.; Locomotive Engineers of
Chanute, and Railway Conductors of Arkansas City, Kans., fav-
oring an "educational qualification for immigrants—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Mrs. N.
E. Bridges—to the Committee an Pensions.

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of Woodworkers’ Union No. 161, of
Ashland, Ky., favoring restrictive immigration laws—to the Com-
mittee on Imm1gratwn and Naturalization.

By Mr. LAMB: Resolutions of Machinists’ Lodge No. 10 and
Tobacco Workers’ Union of Richmond, Va., concerning immigra-
tion—to the Committee on Imm.igra.txon and Naturalization.

By Mr. LANHAM: Resolutions of Tailors’ Union No. 99 and
Carpenters’ Union No. 839, of Fort Worth; Carpenters’ Union
No. 608, of Weatherford, and Lampasas Union, No. 140, of Lam-
pasas, Tex., favoring an educational test for restriction of immi-
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of graphical Union No, 6,
of New York, N. Y., in favor of increasing the compensation of
letter carriers of first and second class post-offices—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of Interstate Irrigation Congress, favoring ir-
ngatwn of arid lands, etc.—to the Commiftee on Irrigation of
Arid Lands.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Resolution of Granite Cutters’ Union
of thhoma, Ga., favoring a further restriction of Chinese immi-
gration—to the Committee on Fo Affairs,

Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 317, Atlanta, Ga.,
fﬂvanng restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga.,
favoring a reciprocity treaty with Cuba—to the C-omxmttee on
‘Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga.,
for the construction by the Government of a Pacific cable—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of various citizens of Had-
donfield, N. J., for an amendment to the Constitution defininglegal
marriage to be monogamic—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 7; Division No. 170,
Order of Railroad Conductors, and Typographical Union No. 132,
all of Camden, N. J., favoring passage of the Chinese-exclusion
bill <o the Committes on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Carpenters’ Union No. 620, Vineland, N. J.;
Garment Workers' Union No. 101, Rosenhayn; Trenton Lodge
No. 88, Railroad Trainmen: Division No. 22, Locomotive Engi-
neers, and Carpenters’ Union No. 121, of Bridgeton, N. J., for

the ! Chinese-excl

passage of laws which will prevent the immigration of
who can not read—to the Committee on ion and Natu-
ralization.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 169,
of Cambridge, and International Union No, 35, of Lynn, Mass.,
favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the Switchmen's Union, Lodge
No. 147 of Texarkana, Ark., favoring an educational qualification
for lmmngrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolutions of Union No. 19, American
Flint Glass Workers, Philadelphia, Pa., for the of laws
which will prevent the immigration of persons who can not read—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Interstate Irrigation Congress, with refer-
ence to reclamation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation
of Arid Lands.

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of L. 8. Cook Division, No.
380, of Fremont, Nebr., and of Division No. 303, Brotherhood of
Locomotive ineers, of Chadron, Nebr., favoring an educa-
tional qualification for immigrants, and for other purposes—to
the Committee on igration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of the Interstate Irrigation Congress at Ster-

ing, Colo., relating to irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee
on tion of Arid Lands,

By Mr. RAY of New York: Resolution of Chenango Lodge, No.
252, Railroad Trainmen, of Norwich, N. Y., for t.he restriction
of immigration—to the Committee on Imm:gra,uon and Natural-
ization.

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers’ Union No. 17, of Ithaca, N. Y.,
asking for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the
Committee on F\ Affairs,

By Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accom: y
House bill 12492, granting an increase of pension to Mrs,
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to aocampany House bill 12493, for the relief of
James Hilliard—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RIXEY: Resolutions of United Glass Bottle Blowers’
Association, of Alexandria, Va., for thﬁ ge of laws which
will prevent the xmmgratlon of 1 o can not read—to the
Committee on Imnmigration and aturahzataon

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Resolutions of Order of Rail.
way Conductors No. 119, of Fort Wayne, and of Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen, Lodge No. 586, of Ashley Ind., favoring a
i‘eenqctment of the 'Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on

oreign -

Also, petition of Journeymen Stonecutters, A. of N. A. (Fort
Wsyne Branch), favoring an educational qua.hﬁcatsm of immi-
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Paper to accompany House
bill 5698, granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Harlow—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. i,

Also, to accompany House 9475, gran a pension
to John % Genung—to the Committee on Invahdh;e%.slons

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the correction
of the military record of Peter Coyle—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. RUMPLE: Resolutions of Barbers’ Union No. 116,
Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of America, of Daven-
port, Iowa, urging educational test in restriction of immigration—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Painters, Paperhangers, and Decorators’
Union No. 199, American Federation of Labor, of Davenport,
Towa, nrging the construction of war vessels in the United States
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of Retail Grocers’ Association
of Brooklyn, N. V., urging the passage of the pure-food bhill—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resclution of aphical Union No. 6, of New York
City, urging an increase in the pay of certain letter carriers—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Grain Shovelers’ Union No. 109,
of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring enaciment of Chinese-exclusion law—
to the Committee on Foreign Affeirs.

Also, resolutions of Outside Freight Handlers’ Union No, 242,
and of Buffalo Harbor, No. 41, American Association, Masters
and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring enactment
of E:};lgre bill 9033, to enforce law of domicile—to the Committes
on

Also, resolutions of Buffalo Harbor, No. 41, Masters and Pilots’
Assoe:latton against House bill 10158—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of Bakers and Confectioners’
Union No. 141, of Utica, N. Y., favoring a reenactment of the
usion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolutions of Bricklayers, Masons, and
Plasterers’ Union No. 23, of Bradford, Pa.; of Central Labor
Union of Kane, Pa.; of Journeymen Barbers’ International
Union of America, Union No. 91, and of Union No. 25, of 0Oil
City, Pa., asking for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of Oil City Division, Order of Railway Conduet-
ors, No. 163; of Journeymen Bricklayers’ International Union
of America No. 91; of Brotherhood Boiler Makers and Iron Ship
Builders' Union No. 156; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 148, and of
International Union No. 87, Plumbers and Gas and Steam Fit-
ters, of Oil City, Pa.; of International Association of Machinists
No. 422, of Bradford; of Franklin Lodge, No. 256, International
Association of Machinists, of Franklin, and of Bottle Blowers’
Union No. 47, of Sheffield, Pa., asking for the prohibition of im-
migrants other than wives and children who can not read—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Paper to accompany House bill
7924, for the relief of Joseph R. Smith—to the (,'E)?Jnmittee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Conductors, Wolverine
Division, No. 182, asking that railrcad trains be equipped with
automatic couplers, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Comstock Post, No. 352, Grand Army of the
Republic, of Michigan, for investigation of administration of
Bureau of Pensions—to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petitions of H. P. Clark Post,
No. 153, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan,
for investigation of the administration of the Bureau of Pen-
sions—to the Committee on Rules.

Also, petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 1, of Grand Rapids,
Mich., asking for reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Bridgeport Typographical
Union, No. 829; R. J. Costello Lodge, No. 423, Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen, of Waterbury. Conn.; C nters’ Union
No. 804, of Nantucket; Elm City Lodge, No. 201, Railroad Train-
men; Excelsior Lodge, No. 259, of Derby; Association of Ma-
chinists No. 362, of Ansonia, Conn.; and Coremakers’ Union No.
85, of New Haven, Conn., favoring a further restriction of immi-
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. STEWART of New York: Resolution of Brotherhood
of Boiler Makers and Shipbuilders of Schenectady, N. Y., advo-
cating the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance unions of East Manchester, Littleton, West Unity, Web-
ster, Boscawen, and Rindge, N. H., for the passage of the anti-
polygamy amendment bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolutionsof Ogden L , No. 127,
International Association of Machinists, of Ogden; of Salt Lake
Typographical Union, No. 115; of Iron Molders Union No. 231,
and of ress Drivers’ Local Union No. 108, of Salt Lake,
Utah, favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Conductors Division No.
124, of Ogden; of Tailors’ Local Union No. 111, of Ogden, and of
the Salt Lake Typographical Union. No. 115, of Salt e, Utah,
favoring a reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 6, of
New York City, favoring increasing the salaries of clerks in first
and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of United Retail Grocers’ Association of
Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of House bill 9353, known as the pure-
food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union
No. 2, of Mobile, Ala., favoring a further restriction of Chinese
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. WEEKS: Resolutions of Plnmbers’ Union No. 106,

Team Drivers’ Union No. 122, and Railroad Trainmen’s Union
No. 241, of Port Huron, Mich., favoring restriction of immigra-
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No. 300, of Port
Huron, Mich., asking for reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No. 6, of New York
City. relating to salaries of clerks in first and second class post-
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolutions of Iron Molders' Union No. 187,
of New Albany, Ind., for the passage of laws which will prevent
the immigration of persons who can not read—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, March 13, 1902.

Prayer by Rev. TEUNIS S. HAMLIN, of the city of Washington.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The BRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the Journal
will stand approved. It is approved.

RATES OF MAIL PAY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of the 12th instant, a statement prepared
by the Commissioner of Navigation, relative to the rates of mail
pay; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie
on the table and be printed.

CREDENTIALS,

Mr. WELLINGTON presented the credentials of Arthur Pue
Gorman, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903;
which were read, and ordered to be filed. -

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

A bill (H. R. 280) for the relief of James M. Stradling;

A bill (H. R. 482) granting a pension to Sarah Bowers;

A bill (H. R. 8515) granting a pension to Mary A. House;

A bill (H. R. 4488) granting an increase of pension to Selden
E. Whitcher; -

A bill (H. R. 6014) granting an increase of pension to William
Rhenby; and

A biﬁ (H. R. 8493) granting a pension to Harry H. Sieg.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.
R. 8541) granting an increase of pension to Mahlon C. Moores.

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9227) granting
an increase of pension to Frederick Shafer, asks a conference
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two houses thereon,
and had appointed Mr. CALDERHEAD, Mr. RuMmPLE, and Mr.
MorToN managers at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 184) to establish and Uprovide for a clerk for the circuit
and district courts of the United States held at Wilmington,
N. C.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. FATRBANKS presented petitions of Terre Haute Division,
No. 92, Order of Railway Conductors, of Terre Haute, and of
Seymonr Division, No. 801, Order of Railway Conductors, of Sey-
mour, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the
so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the meaning of the
word “ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ‘ restraining orders and in-
junctions* in certain cases; which were ordered fo lie on the
table.

He also presented petitions of R. E. Weidler and sundry other
citizens of Garrett, of Edward Maidlow and sundry other citizens
of Inglefield, of J. W. McCarty and sundry other citizens of
Franklin, of C. M. Curtis and sundry other citizens of Osceola,
of J. 8. Denny and sundry other citizens of Campbellsburg, of
(. A. Hottell and sundry other citizens of Georgetown, of B, A.
Penn and sundry other citizens of Logansport, of W. H. Baynes and
sundry other citizens of Salem, of Peter Soller and sundry other
citizens of Shelbyville, of C. W. Lismon and sundry other citizens
of Carlisle, of George Collins and sundry other citizens of South
Bend, and of St. Joseph Grange, No. 584, of South Bend, all in
the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomarga-
rine; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Local Division No. 237, Or-
der of Railway Conductors, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the

e of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill to limit the mean-
ing of theword ‘ conspiracy,” and the use of ‘ restraining orders
and injunctions in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local
Union No. 40, American Federation of Labor, of Beverly, Mass.,
and a petition of Journeymen Plumbers' Local Union No. 127,
American Federation of Labor, of Cambridge, Mass., praying
for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were
referred to the Committee on Immigration.
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